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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


FEBRUARY 6,1952 


Unirep Srares SeNATR. 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT. 
W ashinaton. ah ey 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 


The subcommittee convened at 2 p. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 13, 1951, ah S. Bee. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.), in room P-38, United States Capitol, Senator Mat- 
thew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Neely, Pastore, Butler (Maryland), and Welker. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief wetine to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; Murray York, investigator for the 
subcommittee; and Gerhard P. Van Arkel, chief counsel, full com- 
mittee. 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Marusxy. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LEONARD J. MATUSKY, BALTIMORE, MD. 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name, please? 

Mr. Maruskxy. Leonard J. Matusky. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live? 

Mr. Marusky. Baltimore; 1553 Sheffield Road, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, I was president of the World-Wide News. 

Mr. Bauman. That is the World-Wide News & Music Service, Inc. ? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the business of the World-Wide News & 
Musie Service? 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, a general sports service, wired music, racing, 
baseball—in fact, everything i in the line of sports. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, you were in the business of fur- 
nishing racing results ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And other sporting results, together with music, to 
subscribers ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 
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Mr. Bauman. You have testified as to how that business is operated 
in detail before the Kefauver committee; is that mght? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Therefore, I am not going over that phase of things 
again. 

Now, when did you first become affiliated with World-Wide News & 
Music Service? 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, approximately—sometime in 1938. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you form that company yourself? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Who were the stockholders at the time you sold the 
company ‘ 

Mr. Marusxy. At the time I sold the company, the stockholders 
were myself and Roscoe Odle. 

Mr. Bauman. When did Odle become a stockholder / 

Mr. Marusky. Sometime in approximately 1947, early part of 1947, 
[ would say 

Mr. Bauman. When did you sell the company 4 

Mr. Marusxy. You mean outright? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Marusky. Well, the papers were drawn up August 2, 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee the circumstances sur- 
rounding the sale of that company ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, I got a call from two gentlemen. The fellows’ 
names were Sanford Niles and Mr. John Gordon, who is now dead, 
from the Emerson Hotel—that was sometime in July of 1948, [ would 

say, the early part of 1948. 

‘He asked me if I would come up and see him, which I did, and they 
asked me in turn whether—or, told me that Kelly was interested, he 
wanted to know if I would be interested in making a deal with Kelly. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you know who Kelly was? 

Mr. Matusxy. Yes; I knew Kelly. Kelly was the former manager 
in Baltimore. 

Senator WevKer. City manager? 

Mr. Marusky. City manager - of the Baltimore office ? 

Mr. Bauman. At the time these men told you Kelly was interested 
in acquiring the company, Kelly was no longer city manager of 
Baltimore ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. No. He had been in Chicago, I would say, 4 or 5 
years or longer. 

Senator Weixer. May I clear up that point? You mean he was 
city manager of your enterprise in Baltimore? 

Mr. Maruskxy. No; at that time it was known as the Severn 
News Co 

Senator Werker. I want to know that, because when you say 
manager of the city of Baltimore, that was a little confusing. 

Mr. Bauman. Earlier in your testimony you referred to Thomas 
Kelly as being a city manager of Baltimore. Would you explain for 
the record, please, just what you meant by that? 

Mr. Maruskxy. Why, he was the manager of Severn News. 

Mr. BauMan. S-e-v-e-r-n News ? 

Mr. Marvusky. That is what we called them. 

Mr. Bauman. He was the manager 
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Mr. Marusky. Baltimore manager of the Severn News. 

Mr. Bauman. He was not in any way connected with the gov- 
ernment of the city of Baltimore? 

Mr. Marusky. ‘There is no relation. 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Will you give us the name, the full name, of this 
Mr. Kelly? 

Mr. Maruskxy. Thomas Kelly, Sr. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time about which you are now testifying, what 
was his business or occupation / 

Mr. Maruskxy. He was general manager of the Continental Press in 
Chicago. 

Mr. Bauman. How would you describe the Continental Press in 
Chicago ¢ 

Mr. "M aTusKY. Well, I don’t exactly know what you mean, how I 
would describe it. 

I mean, that was the office where all the orders came from, to 
myself and Howard and probably a fellow in Troy; they were all 
taking orders from Kelly, in respect to the business and what to do 
about rates and different things. 

Mr. Bacuman. Do I understand from what you have said that 
Continental was actually the directing corporation of all people and 
corporations engaged in the racing news service throughout the 
country ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. Then, after they made this deal with Trans- 
American, for instance—well, I mention the fact that the Hyattsville 
area was given to Sam Beard. Now, whether he had anything to 
do with that, I don’t know. 

For instance, there was a company in Chicago operated by the 
crowd that they made a deal with—they still operate their business. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, what was the deal that you made for the sale of 
your—withdrawn. 

Mr. Marusky. Why—— 

Mr. Bauman. Did you indicate to these people you were interested 
in selling your company / 

Mr. Matusky. I told them that I was, and would consult Mr. Odle, 
who was my partner and, of course, he was on the Continental Press; 
I had some indications, when he come in 1947—in fact, I was under 
the impression he then was buying for Kelly but later I found out 
he was in some trouble with Continental and wanted to come with me. 

Mr. Bauman. Odle was a 50-percent stockholder of that corpora- 
tion? 

Mr. Matusky. That is right. 

So I told these fellows I would be interested, and they told me, 
“You don’t have to worry about Roscoe,” so apparently they had 
talked with him; he had been on the payroll of Continental all the 
time. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to him directly about the sale of 
your company to Kelly ? 

Mr. Marvusxy. I told the two fellows—I told them I would make 
contact with Roscoe. He was over in Jersey, and I contacted him, 
and he told me to go ahead and make the arrangements; and I talked 
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to these fellows, and they immediately called Kelly on the telephone 
from the hotel and made arrangements at the Hotel New Yorker. 

Mr. Bauman. The New Yorker in New York City? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes; the New Yorker in New York City—I would 
say, in the second or third week of July 1948, and he was registered 
there. It was on a Sunday when I went up to see him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you go to New York at that time? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes; I went to New York at that time, and I met 
Roscoe there; he drove up, I think—and he was working on one of 
the race tracks, I guess—I met him in the New Yorker. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see Mr. Kelly at the Hotel New Yorker? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Who else was there ? 

Mr. Marusxy. No one but Kelly, myself, and Odle, just those three. 
In fact, he just came back from Jersey. I don’t know where his wife 
was—he told me that his wife and daughter were there, but I didn’t 
see them. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you and Kelly come to any agreement pertaining 
to the sale of your company on that occasion ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes; we did; for $12.°00. That is, I was to receive 
$6,000 and Roscoe $6,000. * 

Mr. Bauman. I understand you to mean that Kelly agreed to pay 
for the total capital stock of your corporation $12,000; is that correct ? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You were to receive $6,000 for your 50 percent ? 

Mr. Marusxy. And Roscoe the other. 

Mr. Bauman. And Odle was to receive $6,000 ? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. For his 50 percent; is that correct ? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. What other terms and conditions of the sale were 
there? 

Mr. Matusxy. Why, at that time there was a contract to be drawn 
up on a 20-year basis, also on a 50-percent—that is, we were both to 
share alike $300 per week. 

Mr. Bauman. You and Odle? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You were to receive $300 apiece ? 

Mr. Marusky. Per week, for—— 

Mr. Bauman. For 20 years? 

Mr. Marusky. Twenty years, that is right. 

Now, sometime later, I don’t know how long, but I don’t think very 
much later, probably 2 or 3 months, I objected to the fact that Roscoe 
Odle, who did no work there, never was seen around the office, and 
he was on the payroll of Howard Sports Daily at that time, I think 
he changed from Continental to Howard and drew about $175 and 
500,000 a year for race track expenses—I didn’t think it was right. 

Mr. Bauman. You didn’t think it was right for him to receive as 
much as you? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right, because I came in every day and was 
in the office and if there was anything to do, I did it. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Matusky, was the written contract executed at 
that time between you and Kelly? 
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Mr. Marusxy. You mean, the difference of $300 or $400? 

Mr. Bauman. No. You said you and Kelly and Odle got together 
in New York. 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And you agreed on the terms of the deal. 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And a written contract was to have been prepared. 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And at that time the terms of the deal were that you 
and Odle were both to get a 20-year contract for $300 a week. 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was a written contract ever prepared on that basis? 

Mr. Marusxy. Later. 

The following—that was a Sunday and the foliowing Sunday Kelly 
called me—I don’ tknow whether the office or home—and asked me 
to get hold of Roscoe, bring him up, and a fellow named John D. 
McInerney, to bring him along and meet him in Atlantic City, which 
we did. 

He told Me enone 2 far as McInerney was concerned, he knew 
nothing about the deal. He said, “I will be up in Baltimore the 
following week and we will draw up the contract,” and he told Me- 
Inerney “nothing about the deal, and I think tf he told him or ex- 
plained to him, “the man—well, he didn’t know too much, all he told 
him was to go to Baltimore, to go to Mack’s oflice and start drawing 
a $50—start drawing a $75—— 

Mr. Bauman. Just 1 minute. When you and Kelly agreed on the 
sale of your corporation to him, did Kelly say in whose name he 
wanted the stock taken ? 

Mr. Matusxy. No. I was under the impression at that time the 
stock was going to be in Continental News, that is what I was under 
the impression of. 

Mr. Bav MAN. When, the first time, did you know it wasn’t / 

Mr. Matrusxy. Why, when we were at Senator Levin’s office; that 
is in Baltimore. He was my attorney, representing me and Odle at 
that time. 

Mr. Bauman. About what time was that, Mr. Matusky? 

Mr. Marusky. Well, I would say the first week in August. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it before or after your decision— 

Mr. Matrusxy. That was after we decided on the deal verbally. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you permit me to finish? Was that before or 
after you decided you should be making more money than Odle? 

Mr. Marusxy. Oh, I didn’t decide that until probably several 
months after that. 

Mr. Bauman. I see. 

Mr. Marusky. So, we came there. I think it was the first week in 
August—I am sure it was the first week in August—Hilton, that is 
Mr. Kelly’s Continental Press lawyer from Chicago, Kelly, myself, 
Odle—and I brought Me Inerney up. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you known McInerney before this? 

Mr. Marusxy. Not to speak to. I just knew of him. I knew he 
was up there at Howard and if I had occasion to call, he would answer 
the phone. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened in the lawyer’s office that day? 
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Mr. Marvusxy. Why, we drew up this contract, this 20-year agree- 
ment, and Kelly mentioned the fact he wanted McInerney’s name and 
he said, “If it didn’t make any difference,” or he says, “What the hell 
is the difference, I am Continental, Mack’s working for us, I just want 
him in there, it wouldn’t be a good thing for him to be tied with 
Continental, that is the way Howard works and everyone else, sep- 
arate agreements.” 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you why it would not be a good thing for 
Continental and your company to be tied together ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. No; he did not. 

Mr. Bauman. He just said he did not think it was a good .dea for 
Continental to have any interest in World-Wide? 

Mr. Marusxy. He said none of the officers were tied up directly 
with Continental. Of course, I knew that McInerney was president 
of the Howard Sports Daily and owned stock in the Howard Sports 
Daily. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, the purchase price for all of the stock was to 
be $12,000? 

Mr. Matusxy. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get any money on that day? 

Mr. Marusky. No. Some time in August, the first week, I think 
in August, Kelly mailed a check for $5,000 made out in McInerney’s 
name which was deposited in the Wor ‘Id-Wide News account, to clear 
through the Chicago bank, and I in turn drew out the $5,000 for my 
share of the $6,000, 

I, later, maybe a week or two later—another check for $7,000 was 
made out to McInerney who endorsed the check and gave it to Roscoe 
and he in turn gave me my $5,000. 

The Cuamman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. From August 1948 through January 1950 whose 
name was the stock of the Trans-World in? 

Mr. Matusxy. World-Wide? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. Whom did you understand to be the actual 
owner of that stock? 

Mr. Marusxy. Continental News and Kelly, of course, who had all 
the authority, he made the deal and I understood, of course, him being 
general manager—my understanding was he was buying World News 
for Continental News. 

Mr. Bauman. Did McInerney supervise the functions of the cor- 
poration ? 

Mr. gag As far as moneys ‘and—well, I mean, he had as much 
to say as I did but actually there wasn’t any—well, whatever you 
wanted to do, you had to ask Kelly. I don’t mean any trifle, but if 
you wanted to make any changes or if you had any complaints or if 
Howard might take some of your customers, Kelly would be the one 
to settle that, of course. 

After the deal, for awhile for some reason, he cancelled some of 
the customers of Howard and brought them to World-Wide. 

Mr. Bauman. Kelly, then, acted as a sort of a director? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, he was just the boss. In other words, what- 
ever orders—what you would have to do came from Kelly, he would tell 
you what to do. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly tell you which customers you could take 
and which customers Howard was to take? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, he did—for some reason, he turned some of 
Howard’s customers over to us. There weren’t many, I think two, 
and with the understanding I had from Kelly and also Bilson of the 
Howard Sports Daily, that we weren't to take one another’s custom- 
ers— in other words, if a customer was getting news from me, Bilson 
couldn’t take that customer from me, see, because he was my customer, 
and the same when World-Wide—I mean, I couldn’t take any of 
Howard's customers. And if a man wanted to change, he couldn’t 
change, he had to stick with the company he had been buying news 
from. 

Mr. Bauman. When, for the first time, did you meet a man by the 
name of Niles? 

Mr. Marvusxy. That was in—some time. I don’t have the record 
of that. I would say—if I had my minute book I would know, but 
I don’t have that. 

Well, I met him—of course, I met Niles before I made the deal and 
he was with Gordon when he asked me if I was interested in selling 
my business to Kelly, Continental Press. 

Mr. Bauman. What was Niles’ business in January 1950? 

Mr. Marusky. In January 1950, why, the stock was all put in his 
name, the World-Wide was changed from McInerney to Niles’ 
name. 

Mr. Bauman. That was in 1950? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right, and he still was on the payroll of Con 
tinental News up until May of that year. 

Mr. Bauman. Had he done anything for World Wide News and 
Music Service ? 

Mr. Maruskxy. Other than, prior to that—I don’t have the date, but 
if I am not mistaken, in 1949 Kelly was in Baltimore and he told 
Roscoe he thought it best his name not be on the books as an officer, 
so his name was taken off and he put Niles’ name on. 

I think it was in 1949 sometime. So, Niles was in the picture before 
the stock was put in his name, as vice president, I think it was. 

Mr. Bauman. When did that take place? 

Mr. Marusxy. I would say 1949, 

Mr. Bauman. Late 1949 or —— 

Mr. Matrusxy. No, 1 think early 1949, when he told Roscoe. 

(Short conference between subcommittee counsel. ) 

Mr. Bauman. When did Niles first become an officer of World- 
Wide? 

Mr. Marusxy. I think it was early in 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. That ts right; and when did he become a stockholder ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, all the stock, McInerney transferred over to 
Niles in January 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, tell the committee the circumstances under 
which McInerney transferred all of the stock of World News and 
Music Service, Inc., to Sanford N. Niles. 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, I think that was about the time—TI think it was 
when the McFarland committee summoned quite a few and Kelly was 
one of them 

Senator Pastore. You mean Kefauver committee ? 
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Mr. Marusxy. No, this was the McFarland, around 1950, I got the 
letter. Iam sure it was Senator McFarland, asking to send him a list 
of all my accounts, and Kelly told Me ‘Inerney—this was in the Penn- 
sylvania station in Baltimore—I had been in Washington and he 
called me over and suggested Niles be put on the—— 

Mr. Bauman. Just a minute, I want the record to be very clear 
about this, I want to pin it down more. 

In January 1950, you got a letter from a committee headed by 
Senator McFarland, you say. 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes, I think it was early 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. And that letter called upon you to produce the names 
of your customers; is that correct ? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether Costello and Erickson and 
other gamblers were subpenaed to appear before this committee at 
about that time ? 

Mr. Maruskxy. Yes, they were all subpenaed prior to my getting 
that letter. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time you got the letter, did you get in touch 
with somebody ? 

Mr. Martvusxy. I got in touch with Kelly. 

Mr. Bauman. In Chicago? 

Mr. Marusxy. In Chicago. 

Mr. Bauman. Just a minute. Did you tell Kelly why you wanted 
to see him? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. I told him I got a letter and he told me that 
Howard had the same thing, and for me to see—get in touch with 
Walter Gallagher. 

Mr. Bauman. Who is Walter Gallagher? 

Mr. Marusxy. He is an attorney representing Continental in 
Washington. 

The CHarrMAN. Just a moment. Do you mean by saying you re- 
ceived a letter that you received a letter from Senator McFarland—— 

Mr. Marusxy. A wire from them. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you go to see Mr. Gallagher? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes; I went to see Mr. Gallagher, and he told me to 
send to the Senator, by the wire, just whatever he requested, and later 
referred—no, he didn’t refer me—Bilson called me the next day, that 
he had talked to Kelly and he told him to go up to Mr. Finnegan— 
rather, Finnerty, Joe Finnerty, a Baltimore attorney representing 
Howard, and that they were sending in lists. 

As a matter of fact, Bilson told me not to even call on the phone. I 
don’t know what he was worrying about, what he was waiting for. 

Now, so I went to Mr. Finnerty’s office and he told me just the type 
of report that Howard was sending in—or, I think they asked for an 
extension; and I told him I am sending everything I had and he told 
me that was perfectly all right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was a meeting arranged between you and Kelly at 
about this time? 

Mr. Marusxy. A meeting arranged—I saw Kelly quite often around 
that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you and Kelly have a conversation about the 
transfer of the stock from McInerney at about that time? 

Mr. Maruskxy. Yes. We 
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Mr. Bauman. Just a minute. How did that come about ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, Kelly called me, he asked me to come to Wash- 
ington, which I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you meet Kelly ¢ 

Mr. Matusky. At the Mayflower Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Who else was present at the time? 

Mr. Matusky. Niles. 

Mr. Bauman. Was anybody else there in the room ? 

Mr. Marusxy. No. 

Mr. Bauman. What did Kelly say to you at that time and what did 


you say to him ¢ 


Mr. Marusxy. Why, he suggested—he wanted to know if I would 
ebject to the stock being transferred to Sanford Niles’ name. 

Mr. Bauman. Instead of McInerney ? 

Mr. Marusxy. McInerney; and, of course, I didn’t know his idea, 
and I said, “Yes, as a matter of fact I think he can be of some he Ip 
around there, whereas this other fellow isn’t too much help.” 

Mr. Bauman. At that conference did Mr. Kelly tell you why he 
wanted the stock transferred to Niles? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. He mentioned the fact that with this committee 
starting up, the McFarland committee, that if McInerney was called 
he did not think he would make a very good witness. He was up in 
age and if he got any time, he couldn't stand it,“Asa matter of fact, I 
couldn’t take 6 months or a year.” That was the conversation. 

Mr. Bauman. You are now testifying about a conversation that 
took place in Washington; is that right? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did I understand you to say that previous to that, 
there had been a conversation in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Marusky. No; after. 

Mr. Bauman. I see. 

Mr. Marusky. After that. 

Mr. Bauman. Just bear with me a little bit, if you don’t mind. 

In the Mayflower Hotel, while you and Niles—— 

Mr. Marusky. And Kelly. 

Mr. Bauman. And Kelly were there; Kelly asked you if you would 
object to having the stock in Me Inerne »y’s name transferred to Niles’ 
name; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he tell you was the reason—was it that he 
thought that McInerney would not be able to stand up under examina- 
tion by the McFarland committee ? 

Mr. Marvusxy. That is right; but he didn’t mention McFarland 
committee, but he mentioned the fact that if he was called he wouldn’t 
be able to stand up. 

Mr. Bauman. And that if anybody had to go to jail, that Niles being 
a younger man could stand it and McInerney could not? 

‘Mr. Marusxy. That is right. That wasn’t in Washington, about 
going to jail. That happened in the presence of McInerney, that is 
what he was telling McInerney in the Pennsylvania Station in Balti- 
more. 

Mr. Bauman. How long did that conversation in the Pennsylvania 
Station in Baltimore take place after the one in Washington? 
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Mr. Marusky. Well, it was the same evening, we went from Wash- 
ington around 4 o’clock and McInerney was going home after dinner, 
and I think we met McInerney—well, whenever the Chicago train— 
about half an hour prior to the train leaving Baltimore for Chicago. 

Mr. Bauman. Was the agreement entered into that the stock be 
transferred from McInerney to Niles? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that agreement; in Washington or Balti- 
more ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, I agreed to it in Washington. Of course, 
McInerney had no say, he would do anything Kelly told him. He told 
McInerney in Baltimore, he told him that when he meets us at the 
station, and that is when he told him about going to jail. 

Mr. Bauman. What was Kelly’s language at th: it time when he was 

talking with McInerney about going to jail ? 

Mr. Marusky. Well; other than—well, he said that if he would get 
anything, any time, “You couldn’t stand any more time than I could, 
we are getting up in age.” 

Mr. Bauman. Did he say that Niles was a young fellow and could 
stand it? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes, “A year wouldn’t hurt him; it would do him 
good.” 

Mr. Bauman. How old was Niles at that time? 

Mr. Marusxy. I would say about 25 or 26, then. 

Mr. Bauman. After January of 1950 was Niles carried on the pay- 
roll of World-Wide? 

Mr. Marusxy. No; he was carried on the payroll of Continental 
up until the latter part of May. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he also on your payroll at the same time? 

Mr. Marusxy. No. McInerney was on my payroll and was in the 
office after the stock transfer until the latter part of May 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. In whose name was stock of World-Wide, then from 
January 1950 until the present? 

Mr. Marvsky. It is still in Niles’ name. I left it in March, I en- 
dorsed it and left it with directions, what money was in the bank, and I 
haven’t seen him but once since then. 

The Cuarrman. What was McInerney’s salary while he was on the 
payroll ? 

Mr. MATUSKY. He was getting $75 from Howard and $50 from us. 

The CHarrman. $75 and $ $50? 

Mr. Marusky. $75; and $ 50 from World-Wide News. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, is McInerney still on the payroll of the Howard 
Sports News? 

Mr. Marusxy. As far as I know; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you gotten any money from Niles or from 
Kelly in the year 1951? 

Mr. Martusky. Yes, I got—I called Kelly after Niles had left, that 
was in March sometime, and told him the conditions—I told him 
the company had owed bills, I forget how much the amount was, 
but I think it was in excess of $3,000, and I told him what Niles h: ad 
done, what took place, about the four hundred and some dollars in 
the bank account, he made out a check for $400 and left town. 

He said, “I will be in to see you, Mack. Go ahead. I will take care 
of things.” 
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Well, that went on until—well, he just kept putting it off and wasn’t 
around until May or April, I for get which. 

Anyway, I had a summons—that must have been in March, to go 
before the Baltimore grand jury. 

And he called me and he said, “I will get things straightened out; 
forget any mentions of mine about the erand jury; I will see to i 
and, to make a long story short, he did see me. 

Kelly called me on a Saturday morning and said, “I got a friend 
of mine, a friend of yours here,” and he put Niles on the phone and 
he said that Niles would be in, he was leaving by plane th: at day, and 
“He will be in Baltimore tonight with some money for you. 

Well, Niles called me Sund: ay morning about 12 o’clock, or what- 
ever it was, and I made an appointment to meet him at the Park Plaza, 
that is where he lived, that Sunday in May. 

I met him at the Park Plaza and he give me $1,000. 

Mr. Bauman. In cash? 

Mr. Marusky. Cash, 10 $100 bills. 

I refused to accept it. I said, “Listen, they owe me”—well, I don’t 
know what the exact figure was, but it was more than that. 1 think 
it was $2,200 that I already had paid out of my pocket on Kelly’s 
orders. 

And he said, “Go ahead, I will straighten it out.” 

And I said, “I got this income tax: we owe some income taxes.” 

And he said—lI told him that and he said, “We will get Hilton,” 
and so he put Hilton on the phone and I was told to ask for an exten- 
sion on the income tax—I don’t know the figure. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you take the $1,000 from Niles at the time? 

Mr. Marusky. I refused to take it at first. 

He says, “Kelly told me to come down here and straighten this out,” 
and he wanted to know all of the money that was put out, you see. 

And I said, “You see, I can’t show you that,” because I didn’t have 
the records. 

He said, “What would you say it was?” 

And so I told him that it was $2,200 and he said, “Let us get Kelly 
on the phone”—he wasn’t working for Continental when he made 
that trip, he left in March, and he got a job selling shoestrings or bar- 
tending or something—and I refused to take it. 

And he said, “I will get you straightened out.” He wanted me to 
take the money, and he called Kelly ‘from the Park Plaza on Sunday 
in Chicago and Kelly answered the phone and he told him that and 
then Niles said to me, “Kelly wants to talk to you,” and I got on the 
phone. : 

Kelly says, “I will tell you what to do, Mack. You give Niles all 
your books and records and ever ything, and we will let you know and 
he will go and hide some place, and he will let you know where he is 
and he can keep the stuff with him,” and so forth, and then he said, 
“You and Niles go to W alter Gallagher’s office and he will straighten 
it out, about the bal: ance”—I think it was $1,100 or $1.200. 

Mr. Bauman. Did that happen? 

Mr. Marusxy. No. We went to Gallagher’s office. That was on 
Monday or Tuesday; I don’t recall. 1 think Gallagher was out of 
town, and it was either Monday or Tuesday. He was registered at 


~ hotel; I don’t know the date. but he was registered at the Park 
laza. 
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And we went to see Mr. Gallagher and he told me and Niles, “Look, 
I don’t have the cash,” and he said, “With me drawing out money 
by check would show a connection, with me being Continental’s rep- 
resentative, with World-Wide, and I don’t think it would be a smart 
thing to do.” 

Mr. Bauman. Who was Gallagher ? 

Mr. Marusxy. He was the attorney for Continental in Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his full n: meet 

Mr. Marusxy. Walter Gallagher. I don’t know his initial. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, to make a long story short, did he get any 
money from Gallagher at that time ¢ 

Mr. Marusky. No. He suggests 

Mr. Bauman. Did you next get $700 from Gallagher on July 26, 
1951 ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. I think prior to that, the first part of July, he called 
me—he called me from Washington or New York and told me to meet 
him at a restaurant right across from the station, the Haslinger— 
that is on North Charles Street. 

Mr. Bauman. In Baltimore? 

Mr. Marusky. Baltimore, yes: which I did. 

I think at that time I was either summoned or supposed to come 
here to a closed hearing. and I told him and he told me—of course, 
this conversation and all these conversations were the same, so I 
won't have to repeat them, “Whatever you do when you go to that 
hearing, keep Continental’s name and my name out. If you don’t, 
that is going to kill the racing-wire business all over the country.” 

An@ I told him, “Look, what I am interested in, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I am going up there and if they ask me about my deals, I 
will have to tell them. I am not going to perjure myself.” 

Mr. Bauman. Are you talking about the hearings held by the 
O’Conor committee at that time! 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Kelly about 
the destruction of the books of your corporation ¢ 

Mr. Marusky. Not in person; only over the phone, when Niles 
called him from the Park Plaza Hotel, reversing charges to his 
home 

Mr. Bauman. When did that take place? 

Mr. Marvuskxy. Sometime in May, the first or second week in May. 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1951! 

Mr. Marvusxky. 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you talk to Kelly on the phone about that? 

Mr. Martusky. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you say to Kelly and what did Kelly say 
to you? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, I think I have already said that. I called on 
the phone—and Niles, of course, had told him I didn’t want to accept 
the $1,000, and he told Niles that I should go ahead and take it, he 
would straighten it out, as far as the income money and taxes. 

And then he said, “He wants to talk to you.’ 

Then he put me on the phone and I pl to Kelly and he said, 
“You will get straightened out. List all of your money when you see 
Walter.” and that is when the conversation about the books was. 
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The Cuarrman. I think we have already heard that. 

Mr. Marusky. I have already stated about that conversation. 

The Cuamrman. About dumping the books. 

Mr. Marusxy. No;I did not say that. He said, “Give them to Niles; 
Niles can keep them and go away with them.” 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Marusxy. But he didn’t say anything about dropping them; 
that was Hilton, later. 

The Cuarrman. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, you got another payment from Kelly? 

Mr. Marusxy. On July 26. 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1951? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is correct, that is when he came personally. 

Mr. Bauman. That was $700? 

Mr. Marusxy. No; that was $500. He came in again, July 26. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Marvusky. I met him at the same place and in that one he gave 
me $700 and told me he would send more money in a couple of days. 

Mr. Bauman. And on August 3, 1951, you got—— 

Mr. Marusky. $1,126, which he sent by one of Roscoe’s track crew- 
men. 

Mr. Bauman. What were these sums of money paid to you for? 

Mr. Marusky. For advances I put out to operate World-Wide. We 
were operating at a loss. 

Mr. Bauman. How much does Kelly owe you right now ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, I mean, as far as sal: ary and all, he owes me 
close to $25,000 or more. 

Mr. Bauman. That is, based on $400 a week? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Pursuant to that agreement about which you testified. 

Mr. Marusky. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And I think you said that there is a suit now pending, 
a civil suit, now pending in Chicago. 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. That is pending for a little over 
$11,000—that has been pending—TI think there is approximately $9,000 
of the money he drew out that he gave to different people. 

The Caarmman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Now, sometime in February of 1950, do you recall 
seeing Kelly at the World-Wide office in Bs altimore ? 

Mr. Marusky. W hy, he was in so many times I don’t recall whether 
: was February ; but he was in quite often. It could have been March; 

I don’t know whether it was in Febru: ary. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with Ke lly in Baltimore 
about drawing a check for $2,500? 

Mr. Matrusxy. Oh, yes; I remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that ? 

Mr. Marusxkey. It was in Baltimore, he called—that was, I think, 
February 1, I don’t know—he called me 

Mr. Bauman. a you mean Kelly called you at your office? 

Mr. Marusxy. Called me at the office. 

Mr. Bauman. And what did he tell you? 
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Mr. Marusxy. Told me and McInerney to draw a check for $2,500 
and to meet a person in the Mayflower Hotel in Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was to meet the person at the Mayflower Hotel ? 

Mr. Marusxy. I was; and I told him McInerney was there and he 
spoke to McInerney, to draw the check, which he did. 

Mr. Bauman. Was the check for $2,500 drawn on the account of 
World-Wide? 

Mr. Marusky. Yes; it was drawn, made out to cash, and McInerney 
cashed the check and gave me the money. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, had Mr. Kelly called you on the telephone, told 
you what you were to do with that $2,500 % 

Mr. Marvusky. I was to give it to this person at the Mayflower Hotel 
which, of course, I don’t recall his name. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, just one minute. We want the record to be 
clear. We will come to that in a second. 

Did he tell you the name of the person on the telephone / 

Mr. Matusky. Yes; he told me the name. 

Mr. Bauman. And did he say how you were to meet this man at 
the Mayflower Hotel in Washington ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, that this man would page me. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you when you would be paged by this 
man 

Mr. Marsuxy. Yes; he told me approximately around 12 noon or 
1 o'clock; I don’t recall—either 12 or 1. 

Mr. Bauman. That same day? 

Mr. Marusky. That same day. He was coming on a plane. 

Mr. Bauman. A check was drawn for $2,500 in cash; is that right? 

Mr. Matusxy. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And you took the $2,500? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Then what did you do? 

Mr. Maruskxy. Well, I carried this—I went to the Mayflower Hotel 
and I waited, I guess, three-quarters of an hour and this man hadn’t 
showed up, so I called Kelly, I reversed the charges from the May- 
flower and told him that that person hadn’t shown up; I think he was 
an hour late, and he said, “He possibly had to stop some other place, 
so he may be a little late, but he will be there.” 

He did show up, maybe an hour and a half later. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you paged at the hotel ! 

Mr. Marusxy. I was paged; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you meet a man there? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes: I met this man. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do then? 

Mr. Matrusxy. I met him and he suggested—he wanted to know if 
I had had lunch and I told him “No,” and so we went over, and 
I had lunch with him—well, I had lunch, he didn’t have lunch; he 
had a drink, I had lunch. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you call Kelly in Chicago? 

Mr. Matusky. Yes; I called him; I asked him to verify this man’s 
voice. 

Mr. Batman. Did you put the man on the telephone to verify his 
voice ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes; I put the man on the telephone and he verified 
his voice. 
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Mr. Bauman. Had Mr. Kelly ever told you what the $2,500 was for ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. No; he didn’t tell me. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he give you any indication of what it might be 
for? 

Mr. Marusxy. My opinion—I mean, from his conversation that 
he was making, this fellow—it was for expenses or something to 
someone. 

Senator WELKER. Now, we may have different ideas about expenses. 
It was what you call ice, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Marusxy. That would be the impression I was under, but I 
had no proof of what he did with it, I mean. 

Senator We_ker. We want your impression; we do not want any- 
body else’s Ss. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Matusky, was the name of this man Stack, to 
the best of your recollection ¢ 

Mr. Maruskxy. That is what McInerney told the internal-revenue 
man his name was, but, I mean, the name doesn’t—the only thing I 
could tell you is that he was connected with Roosevelt's campi ign in 

California, he told me, and he seemed to know about the wire service, 
= it they had some trouble in California; that they lost all the wires 
there. He seemed to know about all of th: at trouble, and that is about 
as far as the discussion went. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, by “Roosevelt’s campaign in California,” you 
mean the campaign in 1950 when James Roosevelt was running for 
Governor of California ? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And did this man tell you he was active in the 
campaign of James Roosevelt ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. As a matter of fact, he told me he was very 
active. I would say—no; from his conversation he didn’t tell me he 
was campaign manager, but he was very active and he told me he 
was a cinch to beat Warren. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your understanding about the purpose 
for which this $2.500 was to be used? Did you understand it to be a 
political contribution to Roosevelt’s campaign in California / 

Mr. Marusxy. No, no, no; I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly indicate to you that—— 

Mr. Marusxy. It was for Washington. What it was for I don’t 
know. He needed this money. 

I told him, “Do I have to meet this fellow today? I have some- 
thing to do.” 

And he said, “Yes; he has something to take care of in Wash- 
ington.” That is all, as far as I know. What he had to take care of 
he didn’t tell me. 

Mr. Bauman. When Stack identified himself to you—when this 
man identified himself to you, who did he tell you he was? Tell me 
exactly what his conversation with you was. 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, he, of course, first discussed the campaign 
of Roosevelt. r 

Later on he talked of—well, he mentioned the prior service manager 
there, but I don’t recall his name there, and the trouble that the “V had 
there and that they didn’t go about it right or they wouldn’t have 
had lost all of the wires, that i is, the Continental Press. 
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That was prior—1941, when they lost the wires in California; and 
when he mentioned that, I had a pretty good idea that he was the 
right man then, but still I wanted to make sure, so I called Kelly. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly indicate at any time what this $2,500 
was for? 

Mr. Marusxy. No; not that particular $2,500; no. 

Mr. Bauman. What were the circumstances of your actually giving 
this man the ae % 

Mr. M. vrusky. I don’t understand. 

Mr. Bacman. I mean how did it happen; how you gave it to him? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well. after he identified himself, of course. I fol- 
lowed Kelly’s orders, and, like I say, I made sure—I called Kelly, I 
reversed the charges, and asked him to identify the man. 

The Carman. Well, after vour conversation, at or about the time 
you turned over the money, did you reach any conclusion as to what 
the money was to be used for, and. if so. where it was to be used ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, I reached the conclusion from Kelly when he 

called the first time that this man probably had some other stops to 
make for more money, and probably he was bringing the money over 
here for some reason to give to someone, probably to he Ip them in the 
w ns service. That was my conclusion. 
he CuHamrman. Did you understand from your conversation with 
ia Kelly or this man that it was to be used for some body here in 
the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Matusxy. Yes: I understood that it was. 

The Cuatrman. But he did not specify particularly what it was 
to be used for? 

Mr. Marusxy. No: no. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that the only time you have ever seen this indi- 
vidual? 

Mr. Matrvusxy. That is the only time. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Murr: ry Olf? 

Mr. Martvusxy. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known Murray Olf? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, when I s say I have known him, I seen him 
once. He came to my office once some time in August or September 
1948, right after we made the deal. 

Mr. Bauman. You say that Olf came into your office in 1948 right 
after the deal of the transfer of stock ? 

Mr. Marvusky. That is right; after I made the deal with Kelly— 
he came in the latter part of August or September. 

Senator Wetxer. If you don’t mind, I would like to interrupt. 
Perhaps you have done this, but I have been away. 

game hat sn or a looking fellow was this man you delivered the 

500 to? 

“ane Marvsky. Why, I would say he was about your—a little heavier 
than you are—about your height. 

Senator WELKE : About my age. do you think, around 45? 

Mr. Matvusxy. No: I would s: \vy he was a little older. I would sav 
about 55. : 

Senator WeLker. Where did you make this delivery ? 

Mr. Marvsry. At the Mayflow er Hotel, and we were in the—I don’t 
know whether it is a coffee shop or not. It is on the first floor to your 
left as you go in. 
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Senator We.xer. At the country club or the saloon or eating place? 

Mr. Marusky. No; it was in the Mayflower Hotel, in the lobby, and 
to the left as you come in from the Connecticut side, there is a restau- 
rant, Mayflower Restaurant, you see. 

Senator Weiker. And how did you deliver the money ? 

Mr. Matusky. I had it in an envelope and I just taken it out of my 
pocket and gave it to him. He didn’t count it; he put it in his pocket. 

Senator Werker. It was a roll of bills; were they hundreds? 

Mr. Marusky. $2,500 in $100 bills. It was in the restaurant of the 
Mayflower in Washington—right in their own restaurant. 

The CHarrman. You keep referring to the Mayflower Hotel with- 
out identifying the city. Do you mean the Mayflower Hotel in Wash- 
ington, D. C.4 

Mr. Marusky. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. In each of those cases / 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. I[ believe you said a minute ago that you met Mr. Olf 
in 1948, shortly after you transferred your stock to McInerney; is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Marrusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell us what the circumstances were. 

Mr. Matrusky. Why, he came in to get a list of the customers World- 
Wide had in Hyattsville. 

Mr. Bauman. He came to your office in Baltimore? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. Kelly 

Mr. Bauman. To get a list of the customers you had in Hyattsville ? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. He told me Kelly told him to come 
over, which I knew, because Kelly told me a week prior to that occa- 
sion to cancel all my customers and turn them over to Olf. 

Mr. Bauman. Kelly had told you previously to cancel your cus- 
tomers in Hyattsville? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And turn them over to Murray Olf? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right; that he would be in to see me. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly tell you to put Olf on your payroll ? 

Mr. Marusxy. That was later, that was some time—it was after this 
trouble they had in Washington with Fay, when they had all these 
raids, and Murray Olf came down and 

Mr. Bauman. That was in 1947, after State-Wide News Service was 
raided by the United States attorney’s office? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right, and I don’t recall, but I did have the 
dates when this gentleman | indicating| was there. 

Mr. Sotomon. Identifying Mr. York of the committee staff. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that in July 1949 that Olf was placed on the 
payroll ? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And did Mr. Kelly tell you to put Olf on the payroll? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes; he told me on the phone, he told me to put Olf 
on the payroll, and to start him at $200 per week and to mail it to the 
Congressional Hotel here in Washington and to mail it to him weekly. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Olf ever come near your place of business? 

Mr. Matusxy. No; that is the only time I talked to or saw Olf; is 
the time he came in to get the list of the customers. 
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Mr. Bauman. But, nevertheless, he drew his check for $200—or was 
it sent by cash ¢ 
Mr. Marvusxy. It was sent by check, not by cash. 


Mr. Bauman. Although he never did any work to your knowledge 
for your organization ¢ 


Mr. Marusxy. He never did any. 

Senator WELKER. May I ask a question here? Who has the books 
and records ?¢ 

Mr. Matrusxy. The Internal Revenue has. 

Senator We.iKker. Do you know whether or not the checks for Olf 
are in those 

Mr. Matusky. Yes, they are; they have them. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, when was it, to the best of your recollection, 
that Kelly told you to turn over your customers at Hyattsville to Olf / 

Mr. Marusky. Oh, that was—oh, I would say 2 or 3 weeks after 
we made the deal, so that would be the latter part of August or the 
first part of September. 

Mr. Bauman. Of what year? 

Mr. Marusxy. Of 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did Kelley tell you at the time that he had “made 
a deal with the mob and that Hyattsville was Sam Beard’s territory” / 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that Kelly’ s language to you? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right, that was one of the territories given 
to Sam Beard. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Witness, in 1950 a subcommittee of the Senate 
was empowered to investigate the use of gambling devices in interstate 
commerce in pursuance of Senate Resolution 3358 of the Eighty-first 
Congress. 

The members of that subcommittee were Senator McFarland, chair 
man, Senator Johnson of Colorado, Senator Hunt, Senator Tobey, 
and Senator Capehart. It began operations about April 1950. 
and continued until some time in May. 

In your opinion was the committee you have called the McFarland 
committee the one which I have just described ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes, that was the McFarland committee, and 1] 
wasn’t called to testify, I was only asked to give a list of all my 
accounts. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Matusky, how long was Olf on World-Wide’s 
payroll ? 

Mr. Marusxy. I would say approximately a year, until we didn’t 
have money to pay him. We weren’t making any money. That was 
probably, I would say, a year later. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that in July 1949 to May 1950? 

Mr. Marusky That would be about right, because Kelly was, | 
think, in May at the Mayflower Hotel when I told him we couldn’t pay 
Olf—it was Niles, I told him, and so Niles called him from the May- 
flower and told him that things were tough, World-Wide didn’t have 
anything to pay him. 

Mr. Bauman. While Olf was on the payroll, did Kelly or anyone 
on Kelly’s behalf tell you what to say in the event somebody asked you 
why Olf was on the payroll ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Why, yes, that was one of the things—that is right, 
that was the O’Conor camiliee, the first time I ever was subpenaed, 
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the O’Conor committee, that if they questioned me about Olf, to tell 
them he was a road man, looking out for the interests of World-Wide, 
getting customers. 

Mr. Bauman. Who told you to say that? 

Mr. Matusky. Kelly and his attorney, both. 

Mr. Bauman. Who is his attorney ? 

Mr. Martuskxy. Henry Hilton. 

Mr. Bauman. Of Chicago, Il.? 

Mr. Marusky. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Kelly and Mr. Hilton tell you what to tes- 
tify before the O’Conor committee, if you recall? 

Mr. Marvusky. That is right. I was called and they knew it, and 
that is what they told me to testify. 

Mr. Bauman. You were not asked that question when you were 
testifying before the O’Conor committee; is that right ! 

Mr. Marusxy. No. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time Kelly and Hilton asked you to testify 
that way before the O’Conor committee, what they were asking you 
to testify to was not true; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Olf was doing nothing for World-Wide to your 
knowledge; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Marvusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did World-Wide have any other direct or indirect 
connections with State-Wide News Distributors 

Mr. Marvusxy. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Or Automatic Devices, Inc. / 

Mr. Marusxy. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Or Automatic Music Devices, Inc. / 

Mr. Marvusky. No, sir. 

The CrHamman. Were any of the concerns you have mentioned 
engaged in the slot-machine business ¢ 

Mr. Maruskxy. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Continental Press had an attorney in the Wash- 
ington, D. C., area: isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. That is the firm called Gallagher & Dempsey at 829 
Fifteenth Street NW. ? 

Mr. Marvusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly ever say anything to you about getting a 
lawyer for you to represent you in case you were called before any 
of these committees 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes, he did; both on July 6 and 26. 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1951? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right; asked me to go to see Gallagher, which 
I did, and have Dempsey represent me, and I did go over to see him 
and after thinking it over, I told him, Hilton, when he came in on 
the 3d of August—not the 3d of August but the day before the crime 
hearings, that I didn’t want Dempsey, that I wasn’t going up and 
perjure myself on all of the things they wanted me to tell them, that 
Continental had nothing to do with it, or anything they wanted me 
to tell, that I wasn’t going to perjure myself, and that I thought 
it best to get my own attorney, and I didn’t want Dempsey. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did anybody ask you to perjure yourself before the 
Kefauver or the O’Conor committee ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Both Hilton and Kelly told me to tell that Kelly 
had never made a deal with me, nor that I had any connection at all 
with Continental, because that, of course, would be a sure thing to 
kill the racing bill, because nothing had been passed on that. 

Senator Wetker. May I interrupt, if the chairman and counsel do 
not mind? Iam going to have to leave pretty soon. 

I am very much impressed with your testimony. I think you 
have been fair and J am convinced you are telling the truth. Now, 
[ want to ask you a couple of simple questions. 

Are you a married man ? 

Mr. Marvusky. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeriKxer. How long have you been married ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Thirty years, this fifth of January. 

Senator Wreriker. You have children? 

Mr. Marusxy. Three; the youngest is 19. 

Senator Weixer. Have you ever been in trouble of any nature? 

Mr. Marusky. No—well 

Mr. Bauman. Wait a minute; tell him. 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, just once in Washington, here, that was in 
1936 

That was when—at that time what was known as Annenberg En- 
terprises had all the racing-wire service and I was sent over here 
in Washington tv open an office here and to sell the race news and 
the news the same as World-Wide is doing, in public locations only. 

And I don’t know what happened, but at that time Dietz and C ahill 
were operating in competition. I was told to come to Washington 
to give the service away, or do anything, to put them out of business. 

As far as I know, I was told the business was legitimate. I op- 
erated the business and I followed orders from their New York 
office. 

In the meantime, Dietz was raided twice, operating the same type of 
business and the newspapers, I think, wanted to know why the Tela- 
flash Loudspeaker Corp., the name we were operating under in Wash- 
ington, was not being bothered. 

So, after, oh, say a month or so after the second raid on Dietz’ 
office, I had a couple of gentlemen come in and ask me if I would 
come and see a Mr. Garnett, who was a district attorney at that 
time. 

I told them I would be glad to, if it would be all right to come 
down in the next hour or so, I had some work to do. 

As a matter of fact, I didn’t, but I wanted to get in touch with the 
office, IT wanted to know what they thought was proper and to tell 
them that somebody was wanting me to come to the district attorney’s 
office, and they told me they would see if it was all right for me to 
come down later, I asked them to call to find eut and they did, and 
they called Mr. Garnett and they asked to have me put on the phone 
and Stanley Kann, president, or Mr. Annenberg, or someone said 
to come on, it was only a matter of coming down and bringing the 
records, which I did, and I was held under $2,000 bail for conspiring, 
supposedly, with Dietz, so they claimed. I didn’t have anything to 
do with Dietz, other than Dietz trying to get rid of his business, and 
I was used as the middleman. 
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In other words, Dietz would talk to a fellow, the fellow didn’t want 
to talk, and he said, “Go ahead and talk to Mack what the deal is,” 
and so Dietz would have him call me—that is when we had that con- 
versation, the only conversation I had with Dietz, “Did you talk with 
that fellow”—but I was never indicted, it was the only time I was 
ever arrested. 

Senator WeLKEerR. You have never been convicted of any crime? 

Mr. Marusxy. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Thank you very much. I have to leave. 

Mr. Bauman. Did anybody at any time suggest you drop the books 
of your corporation in the river, or that he would drop the books of 
the corporation in the river ? 

Mr. Marusky. That was Attorney Henry Hilton. 

Mr. Bauman. When did Mr. Hilton have that conversation with 
you ¢ 

Mr. Marusxy. That was either the second or third week in August, 
and he said 

Mr. Bauman. Of what year? 

Mr. Marusxy. Of 1951. He stayed at the Belvedere for 3 days, in 
Baltimore, and he came to the office every day. Of course, the in- 
ternal revenue men, they hadn’t even come in, but he knew the ‘y were 
coming in to my office 

Mr. Bauman. Was that before or after you testified before the 
O’Conor committee ? 

Mr. Marusky. That was after I testified. He come in either the last 
or the third week in August and that is when this conversation took 
place, and he wanted me 

Mr. Bauman. Just a minute. What did he say to you and what did 
you say to him about dropping the books in the river / 

Mr. Marusxy. I told him, I said, “Look” 

Mr. Bauman. What did he ask you to do? 

Mr. Matusky. He asked me, he said, “Listen, you wouldn’t have any 
trouble, you wouldn’t be bothered by anybody if you give me the 
books. I am on my way to Chicago and I will drop them in the 
river.” 

Of course, he laughed when he said that, so I don’t know if—well, 
I said, “In the first place, I don’t have them”—I did have them, but I 
told him I didn’t have, “and if I did, I wouldn’t give them to you.” 

Mr. Bauman. Did he pursue the subject any further? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes, he came in for 3 days and if I am not mistaken, 
Mr. Siegel, the attorney, was in the oflice when he made that sug- 
gestion, when they were telling me to tell that Murray Olf was on the 
payroll because he actually worked for the company, when he wasn’t— 
just to answer whatever questions they asked me about, as far as 
Continent: al, that they had nothing to do with the World-Wide. 

Mr. Bauman. How many times during that 3-day period did Mr. 
Hilton ask you for the books of World-Wide ? 

Mr. Marusky. Several times; two or three times. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, early in 1951, did you see Mr. Kelly in Wash- 
ington at the Hotel Statler? 

Mr. Matusky. Y es. 

Mr. BauMAN. Can you give us any idea in what part of 1951 that 
was / 
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Mr. Marusky. I don’t know whether that was—it seems to me that Mr. 
was 1950. checks, 
Mr. Bauman. Was that in 1950? deduct } 
Mr. Marusxy. Yes; I think it was 1950. It was right after the Mr. B 
McFarland committee. He testified before the McFarland commit- checks” 
tee, Mr. Kelly. Mr. } 
Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him at that time? Mr. I 
Mr. Marusxy. Why, he called me—he was in Baltimore, he called Mr. } 
from the Howard Sports Daily and just wanted to know whether I Mr. ] 
was in the office. Mr. |! 
And he came over and he wanted to know whether I would come Mr. I 
to Washington with him, drive him—he didn’t like trains, so I drove suppose 
him over at least 50 times, I guess Mr. ! 
Mr. Bauman. Where did you drive him in Washington ? Mr. ] 
Mr. Marvusxy. To the Mayflower to the Statler Hotel. that mi 
Mr. Bauman. In W ashington, D. C.? Mr. . 
Mr. Marvusky. In Washington, D. C. Was ac 
Mr. Bauman. Who was with him at the time? for hin 
Mr. Marusky. There wasn’t anybody with him, but I later met mentio 
Mr. Hilton. it Was 5 
Mr. Bauman. His attorney? Mr. 
Mr. Marusxky. Yes; his attorney. any sol 
Mr. Bauman. Now, where in the Statler were you, Mr. Kelly, and Mr. 
Mr. Hilton together? ; becaus 
Mr. Marusky. In the suite. He had a suite. he kne 
Mr. Bauman. Mr. Kelly’s suite? inforn 
Mr. Marusky. Yes, Mr. Kelly’s suite at the Statler Hotel. it was. 
Mr. Bauman. And did you have a conversation with Mr. Kelly Mr. 
about an envelope of $100 bills that he had ? ; paid i 
Mr. Marusxy. No; that was in my office. That is when he came Mr. 
over from the Howard Sports Daily. couldn 
Mr. Bauman. That was before you drove him to Washington? Fray 
Mr. Marvusky. That is right. He came over to my office, just a of mol 
block away from Howard’s, and my car was closer—— Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. While he was in your office, was anybody else there ¢ Mr. 
Mr. Maru sky. There was nobody else there, just he and myself. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Did he show you a large stack of $100 bills? Mr. 
Mr. Marusxy. He mentioned the fact, “When you drive, be care- mien 3 
ful,” because he had $30,000 in his pocket. And he pulled out an he cal 
envelope—he didn’t count it, it might have been $30,000 or $5,000. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. What did you see? rived 
Mr. Marusxy. Well, it was just a bunch of bills, like this [indicat- Mr. 
ing] with a rubber band around it. ; Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. About how thick, would you say? __Mr. 
Mr. Matusxy. About, I would say, about that thick [indicating] austar 
$100 bills. ed 
Mr. Bauman. Indicating about 21% inches thick. And he told you Mr. 
that he wanted you to be careful going over there 2 Olf f 
Mr. Marusxy. No: he didn’t mention the fact of being careful, he _ Mr 
says, “I got $30,000 here and if anything happens, don’t you forget it.” in hus 
Mr. Bauman. And did he tell you what the $30,000 was for 4 Mr 
Mr. Marusxy. No, he did not. a 


Mr. Bauman. Did he make some remark—— 
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Mr. Marusxy. Just the remark that, “You cannot give those fellows 
checks, it is a damn shame you can’t give them checks, where you can 
deduct it from your tax.” 

Mr. Bauman. “It isa damn shame that you cannot give those fellows 
checks” ? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. “So you can deduct it from your income tax”? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he say to whom he was giving that money ? 

Mr. Marusxy. No, he did not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you some names of persons to whom he was 
supposed to be giving money ? 

Mr. Marusxy. No, he did not. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your impression of what Kelly was giving 
that money for? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, it was just my impression that it was—there 
was a committee going on, he was going to try to buy somebody to work 
for him. That was my impression and of ‘course he would not have 
mentioned the fact he couldn’t give the fellow a check and naturally 
it was somebody he had to give—it could not be by checks, so 

Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly at any time indicate to you that he had 
any sources of information in the McFarland committee ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, he didn’t, but I was under that impression 
because he seemed to get information before the newspapers had it, 
he knew about what was happening, as far as subpenaes and other 
information which at that time I never paid much attention to, what 
it was. 

Mr. Bauman. What gave you the idea that the $30,000 was to be 
paid in connection with this committee, Mr. Matusky ? 

Mr. Marusxy. What gave me the idea was when he told me he 
couldn’t pay the person by check, and him carrying that amount of 
money with him—TI don’t think anybody would be carrying that kind 
of money with him—— 

Mr. Bauman. Did you actually see him give the money to anybody ? 

Mr. Marusxy. No, I wasn’t present when he gave it to anyone. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he make any phone calls while you were there ? 

Mr. Marusky. He called Walter Gallagher, I am sure. He made 
some calls—I didn’t pay much attention, though I was there—I know 
he called Walter Gallagher, because I was there. 

Mr. Bauman. When you say you were there, this is after you ar- 
rived at Washington, in the Statler? 

Mr. Marusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. It was from the Statler he made those phone calls? 

Mr. Marvusxy. That is right. He made quite a few calls, some long 
cistance and some local. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he call Murray Olf from the Statler? 

Mr. Matusky. I am pretty sure he did. I know he called Murray 
Olf from the Mayflower. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he call Murray Olf on the day he had the $30,000 
in his pocket ? 

Mr. Marusxy. I am pretty sure. I am not positive about that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you later that day see the $30,000 at any time? 

Mr. Marusky. No. 
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Mr. Bauman. The only time you saw the money was when he showed 
it to you in your office in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Maruskxy. That was in Baltimore, and then when we got to the 
hotel, he taken it out, he showed it in his pocket. here [indicating], the 
envelope, and he made a particular remark, he said, “You can’t trust 
this Hilton, he would take your eye teeth”—just kidding, but that is 
the only time I saw the envelope. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly indicate to you this $30,000 was to be used 
in connection with killing certain proposed legislation ¢ 

Mr. Marusky. Well, only inthis way. Hedidn’t tell me that money 
was for that purpose, but he told me that he was pretty positive that 
they would be able to, it would cost a lot of money, but they were 
positive they would be able to. 

Mr. Bauman. To do what, Mr. Matusky? 

Mr. Marvusky. To kill the passing of the bill which would outlaw 
and make illegal sending of racing information over wires. 

Mr. Bauman. When did he tell you that? 

Mr. Marusxy. Oh, I don’t know—he told me that four or five dif- 
ferent times. I mean, that was all after the committee. 

Mr. Bauman. After the O’Conor committee? 

Mr. Marusky. Not after the O’Conor committee, prior to the 
O’Conor committee. 

Mr. Bauman. How about the McFarland committee? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, the McFarland committee—well, my impres- 
sion at that time—that was the money, the $30,000 was when the Me- 
Farland—it is my impression and from his conversation that they 
were trying to kill it so it wouldn’t go any further. 

Mr. Bauman. You mean, kill the investigation in the McFarland 
committee ¢ 

Mr. Marusky. Yes; that is right, so they wouldn’t go any further. 
That. is, they would whitewash it—he didn’t use that, I heard that 
word over the television several times, I am just using it as an expres- 
sion, but at that time there wasn’t any Kefauver committee or any- 
thing formed, you know, it was just this investigation by the MeFar- 
land committee, and that was my impression from his conversation. 

I gathered that was what the money was for—I don’t know it to 
be a fact. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you later—— 

The CHamman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Some time after you saw the $30,000 in Kelly’s posses 
sion, did you see Mr. Kelly at the Mayflower or the Wardman-Park’ 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes: I saw him quite often. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you some time after you saw him in possession 
of the first $30,000, have a conversation with Mr. Kelly in which he 
stated an additional sum of money? 

Mr. Marusxy. Yes. That was the time—he didn’t show me an 
envelope, he just happened to be in the hotel and he said, “It is costing 
me 45 G’s more.” 

Mr. Bauman. Now, how long after this first incident involving the 

$30,000, did this conversation take place in which he said it was costing 
him “45 G’s more”? 

Mr. Marvusxy. Oh, just several—2 or 3 weeks—2 or 3 weeks after 
that. 
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Mr. Bauman. Where did this conversation take place 

Mr. Matusky. Why, I am almost sure it was in the Mayflower. I 
don’t think it was in the Wardman—it could have been the Wardm: an, 
but I think it was the Mayflower Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Who else was present at the time he told you that? 

Mr. Marusky. I believe Mr. Gallagher was present at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. By “45 G’s,” you mean $45,000, is that correct? 

Mr. Marusky. That is right; that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now 

Mr. Marusxy. Mr. Gallagher was in there—now, whether he was 
in the room I don’t recall because 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee to the best of your recollection 
the exact statement that Kelly made about the $45,000 on that second 
occasion. 

Mr. Marusky. I don’t recall the exact statement. 

Mr. Bauman. I said, to the best of your recollection, Mr. Matusky. 

Mr. Marusxy. Other than it was costing him $45,000 more, and I 
don’t recall, he may have said something else, I just don’t recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, didn’t he say to you it was costing him $45,000 
more ? 

Mr. Matusxy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. For the same thing the $30,000 was for? 

Mr. Marvusky. No; he didn’t say the same thing, he just mentioned 
the fact, “Christ,” he says, “I got 45 G’s again to put out. This is a 
good thing. I don’t know how long this is going on. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you understand him to mean when he said, 
“T don’t know how long this is going on”? 

Mr. Marusxy. Well, how much it was going to eventually cost him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Kelly show you any money at that time ? 

Mr. Marusxy. Not at that time. I think he—the only thing he 
mentioned was that Florida was costing him a lot of money, with the 
attorneys they got $50,000 to fight this case, but that it was lost. 

I think he mentioned that, I think, that it was costing og: $50,000 
or something like that, for the lawyers, and they wound up by blow- 
ing it. 

That is the only—that is my recollection—— 

Mr. Bauman. “Blowing it”? 

Mr. Marusky. Yes, they blowed it, that means that they lost the’ 
case, 

Mr. Bauman. I want you to read back that answer about the 
$45,000. 

(Whereupon, the record was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Bauman. What did you understand him to mean when he 
said, “This is a good thing. I don’t know how long it is going on”? 

Mr. Matusxy. Well, | take it for granted he was being shook down 
for more money than he expected to pay. ‘That wasmy opinion. Like 
I say, I don’t know if he ever gave that $30,000. 

Senator Butter (presiding). In other words, it was a good thing 
for the people getting the money? 

Mr. Matrusky. That is right; that he was paying more than he 
bargained for, if there was a bargain. I don’t know that to be a 
fact. 

Senator Butter. And that was still in connection with the so-called 
McFarland committee? 
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Mr. Marusxy. That is right, I think. There hadn’t been any Ke 
fauver committee formed. 

Senator Butter. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I am about through with this witness 
and I will ask the chairman to direct the witness to remain under the 
subpena of the committee which has already been served upon him, 
subject to future call of the committee, and to keep the committee 
advised as to his whereabouts. 

Senator Butter. All right. Mr. Matusky, I advise you to do that. 
You are under continued subpena and you are to keep the committee 
advised of your whereabouts. 

Mr. Marusky. Yes. 

Senator Butter. The committee will be adjourned subject to call. 
(Whereupon, at 3:30 p. m., the subcommittee recessed ; to reconvene 
on the call of the Chair.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


FEBRUARY 13, 1952 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT, 
Washington, D. C. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 


The subcommittee penamened at 10:30 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 
136, agreed to Septembe r 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 
30, 1952, 82d C ong.), in room P-388, U nited States ( ‘apitol, Senator 
Matthew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Neely, Hunt, and Butler (Maryland). 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, =e counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associated counsel; Murray York, investigator for 
the subcommittee; and Gerhard P. Van Arkel, chief counsel, full 
committee. 

The Cuatrman. The subcommittee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman, call your first witness. 

Mr. Bauman. John Leo Stack. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Srack. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN LEO STACK, LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


Mr. Bauman. Will you give your full name? 

Mr. Srack. John Leo Stack. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Stack, where do you live? 

Mr. Srackx. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your address in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Strack. 8426 Blackburn Avenue, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Sracx. Public relations. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the nature of the public relations business 
in which you are now engaged ? 

Mr. Sracx. Oh, that is general. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been engaged in the public rela- 
tions business ? 

Mr. Srack. Well, I guess about 20 years—25 years. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the nature of that business, please ? 
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Mr. Sracx. Representing different clients on different things that 
affect them. 

Mr. Bauman. In connection with newspaper publicity ? 

Mr. Srack. A little of that, not much of that. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the remainder of your business? 

Mr. Strack. Well, if the client is trying to get contracts, I go around 
and see about expediting the contracts for him. 

Mr. Bauman. Contracts for what ? 

Mr. Strack. General construction business. 

Mr. Bauman. Any Government contracts? 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you been engaged in the wire service business 
in California ? 

Mr. Strack. No, sir. 

Mr. BauMAN. Do you know what business I am referring to? 

Mr. Strack. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You understand that when I use the term “wire serv- 
ice” hereafter I will be referring to the dissemination of racing news. 

Mr. Srack. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. By the organization commonly known as the Wire 
Service. 

Mr. Strack. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever represented in a public relations way 
any wire service 

Mr. Strack. Well, not directly, no. 

Mr. Bauman. Indirectly? 

Mr. Strack. I made a survey in the State of California in reference 
to some legislation that was initiated by the people, so as to see what 
the chances were for that legislation to be adopted. One of the wire 
services in California contributed some money toward the expenses 
of the investigation. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the nature of that legislation ? 

Mr. Strack. Legalized gambling in the State of California. 

Mr. Bauman. And you say that one of the wire services made a con- 
tribution ? 

Mr. Strack. Yes, the Pacific News Service. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the Pacific coast distributor of news, racing 
news? 

Mr. Strack. Well, he may be. I understood it was the Pacific News 
Service. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know the address of that ? 

Mr. Stack. No. They are out of business now. That is the com- 
pany that took the case, the test case in the State of California. 

The State of California Court of Appeals sustained their side, that 
it was legal. Then, the State appealed :t to the Supreme Court of the 
State and by a divided court it was ruled unlawful. 

Mr. Bauman. What was ruled unlawful, Mr. Stack? 

Mr. Strack. For this public service giving racing news to bookies. 

Mr. Bauman. And you say that you collected, that you made a col- 
lection of money in California to see whether gambling: 

Mr. Strack. Oh, no. It was very small, it was to cover my own 
expenses in traveling through the State. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, what was the nature of your work in connec- 
tion with this proposed bill to legalize gambling in California ? 
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Mr. Srack. To see what opportunity there was for it to be adopted, 
by interviewing the different committeemen that I knew in different 
cities in California. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of committeemen ? 

Mr. Strack. Political committeemen. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you conduct such a tour in California ? 

Mr. Srack. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, was such a bill ever introduced ? 

Mr. Strack. Oh, sure. It was voted on at the last general election. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it passed ¢ 

Mr. Srack. No, it was defeated. 

Mr. Bauman. What did the political committeemen in California 
say to you about the possibilities of passage of such a bill? 

Mr. Stack. Some said that they felt 1t would carry. Others said 
they didn’t think it had a chance, with Nevada pushing in money 
against the bill in the State. 

Mr. Bauman. Were your negotiations on a nonpartisan basis? 

Mr. Srack. Oh, absolutely. 

Mr. Bauman. How much money would you say you expended 
connection with your survey regarding this bill? 

Mr. Sracx. Oh, I think around $4, 000 to $5,000. 

Mr. Bauman. And who put up that money ¢ 

Mr. Srack. Different individuals contributed. 

Mr. Bauman. May I ask who they were? 

Mr. Srack. Well, I haven’t got my books, I haven’t got any records 
here. 

Mr. Bauman. Would those books be available to the committee? 

Mr. Srack. Well, if I had it. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember offhand who paid any part of 
that sum ? 

Mr. Srackx. Well, Mr. Brophy, of the Pacific News Service. 

Mr. Bauman. How much? 

Mr. Strack. Well, that I do not know, whether it was a grand or 
$1,500. 

Mr. Bauman. A “grand” means $1,000, is that right ? 

Mr. Strack. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember anyone else who contributed to 
that fund ? 

Mr. Strack. No, not right now, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive any fee for your own services in that 
connection ¢ 

Mr. Stack. No. No, not then. 

Mr. Bauman. Later? 

Mr. Srack. Later. 

Mr. Bauman. How much have you received for your services? 

Mr. Strack. Well, may I be permitted to explain now, that I’ know 
what I am here for? 

We in the State of California had a very peculiar situation. There 
was a Philbrick committee report. I think he was an ex-FBI man. 

He made his report, in which he showed the Santa Anita race 
track people were practically controlling the public outlet for in- 
formation in the area of Los Angeles, to the extent that the vy operated 
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charity days at the race tracks and turned over $150,000 to each one 
of the newspapers. 

So, as the result of the Philbrick committee report, the Governor 
appointed a crime commission for the State of California and he ap- 
pointed two members of the board of directors of the Santa Anita 
track on this crime commission. 

So, all that they were after were the $2 betters from downtown who 
had to go out to the race track to make the bet. 

So, that is when a group conceived the idea of putting in legalized 
betting in the State so you could bet anywhere in the State on the track. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that, Mr. Stack? 

Mr. Strack. That was the general election of 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. And when did you first become active on behalf of 
this legislation ? 

Mr. Srack. Oh, I guess about the first part of 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the year in which there was a gubernatorial 
election in California ? 

Mr. Strack. Yes, yes. That was Jimmy Roosevelt against Warren. 

I made this investigation; also, at the time I would inquire from 
the different committeemen as to who stood the strongest chance in 
the primaries for the various nominations for the different offices out- 
side of the governorship, for the attorney general and for the State 
auditor and right down the line, because they are ex-officio members 
-f the financial board of the State. 

So, after I had made this report, Mr. Brophy asked me, when he 
heard that I was coming to Washington, whether or not I would stop 
off in Chicago and see Mr. Thomas Kelly and give him a report on my 
investigation of the situation in the State of California, and I stopped 
off between planes in Chicago. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I hesitate to interrupt you but I planned to ask 
you about that a little later. 

Mr. Srack. All right. 

Mr. Bauman. And if you don’t mind I would rather proceed in 
this way. 

Do you know Mr. Thomas Kelly, Sr., in Chicago? 

Mr. Strack. Yes, sir. Well, I don’t know whether he is senior or 
junior. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, he is general manager of Continental News? 

Mr. Srack. Yes, I know that. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Strack. I only met him once. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that? 

Mr. Strack. 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. Under what circumstances did you meet him? 

Mr. Srack. I stopped off in Chicago and went to the Auditorium 
Hotel.and I telephoned to Mr. Kelly, that is, the number that Mr. 
Brophy had given me before I left Los Angeles, and Mr. Kelly came 
up to the hotel with his attorney. 

Mr. Bauman. A Mr. Hilton? 

Mr. Strack. Hilton, a little short man. 

He came up with Mr. Hilton and we spent about 2 hours going over 
the situation in the West there, as to the prospects of the bill going 
through and the opposition that was being generated in Nevada, try- 
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ing to kill the anti—or legalized betting, because naturally it was 
stepping on their toes. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Srackx. And from there I came on to Washington. That is the 
only time I ever saw Mr. Kelly or contacted Mr. Kelly. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I am sure that you testified to this, but I did 
not hear it at the moment. Who was Mr. Brophy, please? 

Mr. Strack. Mr. Brophy was head of the Pacific Service. 

Mr. Bauman. Pacific Coast Wire Service? 

Mr. Stack. Yes. I think he was the son-in-law of Ragen. 

Mr. Bauman. Ragen of Continental ? 

Mr. Stack. Yes; he was the son-in-law. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the name of that west coast wire service out- 
fit again? 

Mr. Stack. Pacific Service. 

Mr. Bauman. Pacific Service 

Mr. Stack. That is what I think—it may not be the legal name. I 
don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you have any talk with Mr. Kelly about 
collecting some money from someone? 

Mr. Strack. No sir; never mentioned money to Mr. Kelly. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you discuss with Mr. Kelly—Mr. Kelly, I be- 
lieve you said, was interested in the chances of this legislation. 

Mr. Srack. In California. 

Mr. Bauman. In California in passing, is that right? 

Mr. Srack. Yes; absolutely. 

Mr. Bauman. And you had a 2-hour conference with him about it; 
is that right? 

Mr. Srack. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been employed either directly or in- 
directly by Continental News or by Kelly? 

Mr. Srack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever received any compensation—— 

Mr. Strack. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. From them? 

Mr. Strack. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And when was that, sir? 

Mr. Strack. That was in 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was it? 

Mr. Stack. Here in the Mayflower Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you had a discussion with Mr. Kelly about that 
in Chicago? 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you ever discussed any part of that with Mr. 
Kelly in Chicago? 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, is the transmission of racing news and sports 
presently legal in the State of California ? 

Mr. Strack. No; it is not. Oh, I think there is some outfits that 
get it from Tiajuana. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe that you peehved during the year 1950 the 
sum of $2,500 here at the May flower ? 

Mr. Srack. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. While you were in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Stack. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Strack. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you receive that sum ? 

Mr. Srack. I don’t know the name of the man; I can’t remember it. 

Mr. Bauman. Were your arrangements that you were to have him 
paged at the Mayflower Hotel in Washington and that he would re- 
spond to the paging and give you $2,500? 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. 
out there? 

Mr. Srack. Well, here it—I will have to go back and explain. 

When Mr. Brophy asked me to stop off in ‘Chic: ago to see Mr. Kelly 
I said to Brophy, “Brophy, I need money. I haven't gotten any- 
thing out of this set-up and I need money, if it is only a joan.” 

He said, “How much do you need ?” 

I said, “About $2,500.” 

Well, he says, “Well, we will see what we can do.” 

Now, Mr. Kelly nor his attorney never said one word to me about 
money and I didn’t say anything to him. 

All right. I came from Chicago here. I came up here to visit 
an old friend of mine in the Senate, a friend for 40 years. I was 
anxious for—at that time the two resolutions were up for a crime 
commission. One, I think, was Senator McFarland, the other was 
Senator Kefauver, and there was a question as to which one was 
going to go through. I hoped one of those resolutions would be 
adopted, for I had hopes that they would come into California and 
make a thorough investigation of the entire situation. 

Well, the Kefauver committee came out there and they hired the 
investigators of the California Crime Commission, which was the 
Santa Anita track. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you come back to the subject as to how you re- 
ceived the $2,500 at that time? 

Mr. Sracx. All right; so Iam telling you I came up here and I called 
on Senator Millikin and I asked him what the chances were to have 
this resolution to go through and he said he thought it was good, and 
I said, “Which one will go through?” 

He said he did not know. There was quite a discussion as to which 
resolution would go through. 

Then I went back to my hotel and I found a call for Baltimore, long- 
distance operator. I called Baltimore, the number that the operator 
left. 

The man who came on the phone said, “You are Mr. 
California?” 

I said, “Yes.” 

He says, “Tom Kelly wants me to see you.” 

“Well,” I says, “I am here at the hotel.” 

Now, I had no idea that there was any money—if there had been, I 
certainly would not have met him in the lobby of the hotel. 

I went down into the lobby of the hotel and he paged me. We then 
went into the Town and Country Club. It was about noontime and we 
had a drink and a sandwich and he handed me an envelope. 
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Mr. Bauman. Was that on or about October 19, 1949 ? 

Mr. Srack. Oh, no; I think it was 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon; it was in 1950; yes. 

Mr. Srack. It was 1950, 

Mr. Bauman. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. Stack. And he handed me the envelope and he said, “Mr. Kelly 
wants you to have this,” and he—I put the envelope in my poc ket, 
never even opened it in front of him. 

Mr. Baum: aN. Do you know the name of the individual you met 
there that day 

Mr. Srack. re I should have to die right now I couldn’t tell you his 
name. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it Mr. Matusky ? 

Mr. Srackx. That sounds something like the name. Anyhow, this 
fellow was the manager, he told me, of the news service. 

Mr. Bauman. Of World News Service in Baltimore, or World- 
Wide? 

Mr. Srack. In Baltimore. 

Mr. Bauman. And was his name Matusky ? 

Mr. Srack. Well, the chances are that it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you talk to Mr. McInerney over there, on the tele- 
phone, in Baltimore ! 

Mr. Strack. Mr.—oh, I don’t know who it was that first answered it, 
the phone, when I called long distance. I can’t prove that. 

Mr. Bauman. Anyway, you say the name Matusky sounds familiar? 

Mr. Strack. It sounds familiar. 

Senator Hunt. Let me ask you if you can give us a short description 
of the man that gave you the money. 

Mr. Stack. Well, Senator, I really couldn’t give you a description. 
If the man came into this room right now I wouldn’t be able to 
recognize him. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say he was a tall, slender man ? 

Mr. Strack. He wasn’t very heavy. 

Mr. Bauman. A man with gray hair, I would say about 50 to 55 
years old? 

Mr. Srack. Yes, I imagine. 

Mr. Bauman. A well-built man? 

Mr. Srack. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. About 6 feet tall? 

Mr. Strack. Well, I don’t know his height. I believe he was a tall 
man, he wasn’t short. 

Senator Hunt. Did he wear glasses, do you remember ? 

Mr. Strack. That I don’t remember. 

Senator Butter. How long were you with him? 

Mr. Strack. Just Lhour. Idon’t think it was an hour, Senator. We 
went into the Town and Country Club for a drink and a sandwich 
at noontime. 

Senator Burter. Where was that, the location—— 

Mr. Strack. The Mayflower Hotel. 

Senator Burier. Oh, here in Washington ? 

Mr. Stack. Yes; right here in Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. Before he gave you the $2500, did he make a call to 
Mr. Kelly in Washington? 

Mr. Strack. In W ashington ? 
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Mr. Bauman. I mean in Chicago; I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Strack. Oh, I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he put you on the phone to talk to Mr. Kelly? 

Mr. Sracx. Oh, no; I never talked to Kelly after that night. 

Mr. Bauman. Was the $2,500 that he gave you in 25 $100 bills? 

Mr. Strack. I think it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you made any other stops aside from Chicago 
before you got to Washington? 

Mr. Stack. Oh, no, no. It was a one-stop plane. 

Mr. Bauman. On that trip, either going to Washington or coming 
back from Washington to California, did you receive any money from 
anybody else? 

Mr. Stack. No. Oh, in California I received. 

Mr. Bauman. Not in California; on this trip. 

Mr. Sracx. No, no. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any stops in any other cities in the 
country ¢ 

Mr. Strack. No; only Chicago and Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. And at the time you made this trip you had no idea 
you were going to get the $2,500; is that right ? 

Mr. Sracx. No; I didn’t until Brophy called me just the night 
before I was leaving. I was leaving on the 8 o’clock plane in the 
morning. 

He said, “I understand you are going to Washington.” 

I was coming down here on another matter entirely. I said, “Yes.” 

And he said, “Why don’t you stop in Chicago between planes and 
see Tom Kelly and give him a report of the survey that you made here 
in the State of California?” 

Isaid,“Yes. Now, I want to remind of something. I need money.” 

He says, “How much do you need ¢” 

I said, “At least $2,500, and if you can get me a loan or anything 
else—if it is a loan, I will pay it back. If you think I earned it, 
I will take it.” 

And he said, “I will talk to Tom”; that is what he said. I didn’t 
want to talk to Kelly about it. 

Mr. Bauman. About this time were you active in the campaign of 
James Roosevelt ? 

Mr. Strack. I was. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your position in the campaign? 

Mr. Strack. Well, I guess I was a guardian angel—trying to get 
finances. 

Mr. Bauman. You were trying to raise funds? 

Mr. Stack. No; I wouldn’t say that. I would say that I had a client 
who I sold on the idea of having Mr. Roosevelt, and this client put 
up a good deal of the money for Mr. Roosevelt, so that was the only 
one. I didn’t solicit anybody else. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your official designation in the campaign? 

Mr. Strack. I didn’t have any official designation. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you stated a moment ago that your function 
was that of fund raising 

Mr. Sracx. That was my interest—to get him the money—which 
I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that $2,500 to be a political contribution to the 
campaign of James Roosevelt? 
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Mr. Strack. No; that $2,500 came to me. 

Mr. Bauman. Didn't you think it a little unusual that a man you 
had never seen before in your life gave you $2,500 in cash? 

Mr. Srack. No, I thought it started on the Brophy end in Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, Brophy wasn’t mentioned, was he? 

Mr. Strack. I say that Brophy telephoned to Tom Kelly and when 
this guy told me that Tom Kelly wanted to see me—wanted for him 
to see me, I naturally took it that Brophy had made the deal for me 
to get the money. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you rendered any services to Tom Kelly? 

Mr. Srack. Yes, on that survey. 

Mr. Bauman. What service did you render 

Mr. Srack. On that survey ? 

Mr. Bauman. You spent 2 hours with Mr. Kelly. 

Mr. Srack. Oh, just reporting on the survey to Tom Kelly then, 
but I had already made the survey. 

Mr. Baum og Was the survey made at Kelly’s request ? 

Mr. Srackx. No, but he was interested in the survey on account of 
his wire service. 

Mr. Bauman. Who retained you to make this survey ? 

Mr. Srack. Well, I am telling you, there were a number of people 
interested in legalized gambling, in the legalized gambling bill 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, Kelly never spoke to you about 
the survey at all? 

Mr. Srack. He did not. 

Mr. Bauman. So the only conversation you ever had with Mr. 
Kelly was to speak to him for 2 hours in Chicago en route to Washing- 
ton, D. C.; is that correct? 

Mr. Srack. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And for that consultation and service you felt a 
compensation of $2,500 was perfectly natural and normal; is that 

right? 

“Mr. Stack. No. Please don’t put any such words in my mouth. I 
said no a thing. 

I told you I had made this survey in the State of California in 
which the wire-service people were interested in knowing the facts. 

Mr. Kelly was general manager of the Continental Wire Service. 
He was vitally affected by what was going to turn out there in Cali- 
fornia on legalized gambling. 

After I made this s survey, as usual the people who should be coming 
through and helping to pay did not come through. 

So, when Mr. Brophy asked me to stop in Chicago and give Tom 
the story of the survey, that was when I made the suggestion to him, 
more in sarcasm than anything else, “Well, I haven’t been paid.” 

Senator Butriter. What was the nature of this survey ? 

Mr. Stack. To know just what the facts were on the legalized gam- 
bling bill that initiated in the State. 

Senator Butter. Did Mr. Roosevelt initiate it? 

Mr. Srack. On, no; Mr. Roosevelt didn’t have anything to do with it. 

Senator Burrer. Well, was it made during the campaign or after, 
or before ? 

Mr. Strack. It was made before Jimmie got through the primaries 
even. You see, in California we have initiated measures and this was 
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an initiated measure which was put on the ballot by a group of people 
in the State, to legalize gambling. 

Then, immediately, all of the opposition, the newspapers—every 
newspaper Was against it and the State of Nevada, of course, because 
the gambling interests there were against it. 

So, I made the sur vey to see just to > what extent and what the opposi- 
tion and what the chances were in my estimation as to whether or not 
the bill would be adopted. 

Senator Burter. And were you at the same time connected with Mr. 
Roosevelt in the campaign ? 

Mr. Stack. No, no, no; Mr. Roosevelt came in later. 

Mr. Bauman. When was the primary in California ? 

Mr. Srack. In September. 

Mr. Bauman. The primary? 

Mr. Srack. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And when did Mr. Roosevelt first undertake any ac- 
tivity on behalf of procuring the Democratic nomination for the gov- 
ernorship ¢ 

Mr. Strack. Oh, I imagine July. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you spoken to him? 

Mr. Strack. No; I hadn’t spoken to him then. Of course, it had been 
known for a year or so that Mr. Roosevelt was going to run. 

Senator Hunt. Who was this client that was interested in Mr. 
Roosevelt’s finances; was he a racing man ¢ 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was he? 

Mr. Stack. He was a Mr. Cord; a multimillionaire. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his business or occupation ? 

Mr. Strack. He owns most of the American Airlines and he owned 
the Cord car and the Auburn car, they were his manufacture. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you tell Matusky when you saw him in 
Washington that if Continental had gone about it right they wouldn’t 
have lost their wires? 

Mr. Stack. No; I didn’t know anything about Continental losing 
their rights. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell him if somebody had gone about it right 
in California the wires would not have been lost ? 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any discussion about the wires being 
lost in California ? 

Mr. Srack. Not at all. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you discuss the political situation in California? 

Mr. Strack. I imagine we talked about the political situation. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you indicate to him at that time you were active 
in the campaign on behalf of Roosevelt ? 

Mr. Strack. I told him I was going to be, the chances were I would 
be, because I was all filled with hopes that Jimmie was going to get 
there. 

The Cuatrman. Did the candidates for governor of California in 
1950 state whether they were for or against it ? 

Mr. Strack. Both of them were against it. 

The Cuatrrman. Both were against it ? 

Mr. Stack. Yes, both of them went on record against it. Governor 
Warren went on record and so did Roosevelt. 
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The Crarmman. Then it is not surprising that it failed. 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Senator Butter. As I understand your testimony, you did not take 
much part in the fund raising because Mr. Cord had already put up 
the money necessary ? 

Mr. Strack. Yes. 

Senator Butter. How much money was it? 

Mr. Srack. Not all that was necessary, not by a long shot, but I 
think Mr. Cord put up around $70,000. 

Senator Buriter. But you didn’t raise any money in the fund—— 

Mr. Stack. Oh, no, I had nothing to do with the general fund. I 
was not the treasurer of the outfit. I just introduced Mr. Cord to 
Mr. Roosevelt. 

Senator Butter. And he put up $70,000 for that campaign ? 

Mr. Srack. Yes. 

Senator Burier. Off the record. 

(Diseussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Stack, it so far appears that in the course of 
your public-relations dealings you have dealt with representatives of 
three different wire service companies, one being on the west coast, 
Mr. Brophy, the second Kelly, Continental in Chicago, and the third, 
Mr. Matusky of World-Wide in Baltimore. 

Mr. Strack. Wasn’t that Continental ‘ 

Mr. Bauman. Which? 

Mr. Strack. Matusky’s; isn’t that Continental ? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let us just say it was operated under a dif- 
ferent name. 

Mr. Stack. Oh. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you speak to any other wire service em- 
ployees: of any kind? 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Ba MAN. Was that $2,500 you received to be used to influence 
legislation of any kind? 

Mr. Srack. Oh, definitely not. 

Mr. Bauman. You say that you took that money and spent it your- 
self; is that right / 

Mr. Srack. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Murray Olf? 

Mr. Srack. Who? 

Mr. Bauman. Murray Olf, O-1-f. 

Mr. Srack. No, sir. No, sir; never even heard of him. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever turned any money over to any Member 
of Congress ? 

Mr. Strack. Why, it is ridiculous. 

Mr. Bauman. Or to employees of any congressional or senatorial 
committee ? 

Mr. Srack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Harry Bilson of Howard Sports News? 

Mr. Srack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Sam Beard ? 

Mr. Strack. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Emmitt Warring? 

Mr. Strack. No, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Do you know Robert Barrett, formerly major and 
superintendent of police in Washington ? 
‘ Mr. Strack. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, can you offer any explanation as to why the 
$2,500 which was obviously given to you at the suggestion or order 
of Kelly was not given to you by Kelly in Chicago? 

Mr. Srackx. No; I haven’t any idea why, other than I just figured 
out later that perhaps that fellow worked with Kelly or was con- 
nected with Kelly, and he owed the money to Kelly and Kelly had 
him turn it over tome. That is the way I figured it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell Kelly you got the $2,500? 

Mr. Srack. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to Kelly again? 

Mr. Strack. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You have not spoken to him from that day to this? 

Mr. Strack. No, sir, not from that day to this. 

Mr. Bauman. And you say Matusky did not call Kelly in Chicago? 

Mr. Srack. No; he couldn’t; he met me in the lobby of the hotel, 
and we went into the Town and Country Club. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, it would have been perfectly possible for him 
to have made that call from a pay booth? 

Mr. Strack. You mean, Baltimore? 

Mr. Bauman. No, just before you went into the Town and Country 
Club. 

Mr. Strack. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You say that did not transpire? 

Mr. Strack. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You did not at any time talk to Kelly from Wash- 
ington ? 

Mr. Srack. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The Cuamman. Senator Butler? 

Senator Butter. I don’t think I have any questions. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunt. No. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Stack. 

Mr. Strack. Thank you, Senator. 

The Cuairman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

(Mr. Stack left the committee room.) 

Mr. Bauman. Off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 a. m., the subcommittee recessed, subject to 
the call of the Chair.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


MONDAY, MARCH 17, 1952 


Untrep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF .THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENForCEMENT, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee reconvened, at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.), in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator Mat- 
thew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, and Welker. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; and Robert H. Mollohan, chief 
clerk to the full committee. 

The Cuamman,. The subcommittee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman, call your first witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Lt. H. H. Carper. 

The CuarrmMan. Lieutenant, do you solemnly swear that the testi- 
mony you are about to give in this case shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Lieutenant Carper. I do, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF HIALMAR HASTINGS CARPER, LIEUTENANT, 
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Hialmar Hastings Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you spell that first name? 

Lieutenant Carrer. H-i-a-l-m-a-r. 

Mr. Bauman. And the middle name. 

Lieutenant Carrer. H-a-s-t-i-n-g-s. C-a-r-p-e-r, Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you very much, sir. 

Where do you live? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I live at 4021 North Glebe Road, Arlington, Va. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that any and all other wit- 
nesses subpenaed for this day be excluded from the room at this time? 

The CuarMan. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Bauman. Will all witnesses other than Lieutenant Carper who 
have been subpenaed for today please remain in the corridor outside. 

Lieutenant Carper, how long have you been on the Metropolitan 
Police Department ? 
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Lieutenant Carper. I am in my twenty-eighth year. 

Mr. Bauman. When were you first assigned to the Narcotics Squad ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I haven’t the exact date. I have been with 
the Narcotics Squad, I think, about 14 or 15 years. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been in charge of the Narcotics 
Squad? 

ieutenant Carper. About 5 years. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you designated as the officer in charge of the 
Narcotics Squad with the rank of acting lieutenant during the month 
of September 1947? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That could be proper; yes, sir; I don’t have 
those dates. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you appointed to that office and rank by Major 
Barrett ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your immediate superior is the assistant in charge 
of the Detective Bureau; is that not correct ? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir; my immediate supervisor now is 
Inspector Lutz, Assistant Superintendent of Police. 

Mr. Bauman. Before the recent change? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The Narcotics Squad is now under Inspector Lutz? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your immediate superior before that time was the 
assistant superintendent in charge of the Detective Bureau; is that 
correct ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee, please, what the juris- 
diction of the Narcotics Squad is? 

Lieutenant Carper. Gentlemen, if you will bear with me, I will. 
The Narcotics Squad in the Metropolitan Police Department consists 
of one lieutenant, two detective sergeants, and two probationary detec- 
tives, and such undercover men as we can obtain from the schools 
and the precincts. We have at the present time three undercover 
policemen working in undercover capacity. 

The primary duty of the members of the Narcotics Squad is to en- 
force the Narcotics Act, the Harrison National Drug Import and Ex- 
port Act, the Marijuana Tax Act of 1937, the District of Columbia 
Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, the Healing Arts Practice Act, the 
District of Columbia Pharmacy Act, the Dental Act, the Pediatry 
Act, the Nurses’ Registration Act, and the Optometry Act. 

The members of the Narcotics Squad also work in close cooperation 
with the Bureau of Narcotics of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, the United States attorney’s office, in enforcing all narcotics 
laws, and with the Federal Security agents in the enforcement of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Members of the Narcotics Squad are required to make frequent in- 
spections of all drug stores, totaling in the District of Columbia about 
365. To observe conditions of these stores in determining whether or 
not the pharmacies are registered in the District of € ‘olumbia, they 
must examine the prescription files for possible forged narcotic pre- 
scriptions and must examine the poison books to determine if proper 
record of the sale of poisons are being maintained. 
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During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1946, the squad made the 
following number of cases: 

The Ha irrison Narcotic Act, 94: convicted 90, 4 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 89; convicted 85, 4 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 18; 18 ~— icted. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 4; 3 convicted, 1 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 2 cases; 1 conv a the other de- 
fendant died before trial. 

Can you gentlemen hear me? Am I speaking loud enough? 

Mr. Bauman. Have you finished, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I still have the record on through, sir, if you 
would like it. 

Mr. Bauman. Please go ahead. 

Lieutenant Carrer. During the fiscal year of 1947 the following 
cases were made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 46; 46 convicted. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 46: 46 convicted. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 9; 7 convicted, 2 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 4; 4 convicted. 

The Uniferm Narcotic Drug Act, 4; 3 convicted, 1 dismissed. 

During the fiscal year of 1! 48 the ae cases were made: 

Harrison Narcotic Act, 40; convicted 36, 2 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 39; convicted 38, 1 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 16; convicted 12, 4 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, ot convicted 91, 3 dismissed, 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 1; convicted 1. 

During the fiscal year of 1949 a following cases were made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 24; convicted 20, 4 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 24; convicted 20, 4 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 17; convicted 15, 2 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 22; convicted 21, 1 dismissed. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 23; convicted 20, 3 dismissed. 

During the fiscal year of ee the following cases were made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 130: convicted 115. 15 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 120: convicted 88, 14 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 52; convicted 43, 9 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions: 22 convicted, 6 dismisse cl. 

The Uniform Narcotics Drug Act, 10; convicted 3, 7 dismissed. 

During the fiscal year of 1951 the following sacontie cases were 
made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 145; convicted 124. 21 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 123: convicted 107, 16 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 34; convicted 31, 3 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic preser iptions, oh : 12 convicted, 5 dismissed. 

The Unifor . Narcotic Drug Act, 9; convicted 9. 

From July 1, 1951, to F ebruary 4 1952, the following number of 
cases have been made: ; 

The Harrison Nareotie Act, 130 

The Jones-Miller Act, 123. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 31. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 8. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 7. 
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Lieutenant Carrer. I am in my twenty-eighth year. 

Mr. Bauman. When were you first assigned to the Narcotics Squad ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I haven’t the exact date. I have been with 
the Narcotics Squad, I think, about 14 or 15 years. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been in charge of the Narcotics 
Squad? 

dieutenant Carper. About 5 years. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you designated as the officer in charge of the 
Narcotics Squad with the rank of acting lieutenant during the month 
of September 1947? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That could be proper; yes, sir; I don’t have 
those dates. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you appointed to that office and rank by Major 
Barrett ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your immediate superior is the assistant in charge 
of the Detective Bureau: is that not correct ? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir; my immediate supervisor now is 
Inspector Lutz, Assistant Superintendent of Police. 

Mr. Bauman. Before the recent change ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The Narcotics Squad is now under Inspector Lutz? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your immediate superior before that time was the 
assistant superintendent in charge of the Detective Bureau; is that 
correct ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee, please, what the juris- 
diction of the Narcotics Squad is? 

Lieutenant Carper. Gentlemen, if you will bear with me, I will. 
The Narcotics Squad in the Metropolitan Police Department consists 
of one lieutenant, two detective sergeants, and two probationary detec- 
tives, and such undercover men as we can obtain from the schools 
and the precincts. We have at the present time three undercover 
policemen working in undercover capacity. 

The primary duty of the members of the Narcotics Squad is to en- 
force the Narcotics Act, the Harrison National Drug Import and Ex- 
port Act, the Marijuana Tax Act of 1937, the District of Columbia 
Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, the Healing Arts Practice Act, the 
District of Columbia Pharmacy Act, the Dental Act, the Pediatry 
Act, the Nurses’ Registration Act, and the Optometry Act. 

The members of the Narcotics Squad also work in close cooperation 
with the Bureau of Narcotics of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, the United States attorney’s office, in enforcing all narcotics 
laws, and with the Federal Security agents in the enforcement of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Members of the Narcotics Squad are required to make frequent in- 
spections of all drug stores, totaling in the District of Columbia about 
365. To observe conditions of these stores in determining whether or 
not the pharmacies are registered in the District of Columbia, they 
must examine the prescription files for possible forged narcotic pre- 
scriptions and must examine the poison books to determine if proper 
record of the sale of poisons are being maintained. 
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During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1946, the squad made the 
following number of cases: gute 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 94; convicted 90, 4 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 89; convicted 85, 4 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 18; 18 convicted. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 4; 3 convicted, 1 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 2 cases; 1 convicted, the other de- 
fendant died before trial. 

Can you gentlemen hear me? Am I speaking loud enough? 

Mr. Bauman. Have you finished, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I still have the record on through, sir, if you 
would like it. 

Mr. Bauman. Please go ahead. 

Lieutenant Carrer. During the fiscal year of 1947 the following 
cases were made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 46; 46 convicted. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 46; 46 convicted. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 9; 7 convicted, 2 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 4; 4 convicted. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 4; 3 convicted, 1 dismissed. 

During the fiscal year of 1948 the following cases were made: 

Harrison Narcotic Act, 40: convicted 36, 2 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 39; convicted 38, 1 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 16; convicted 12, 4 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 94; convicted 91, 3 dismissed. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 1; convicted 1. 

During the fiscal year of 1949 the following cases were made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 24; convicted 20, 4 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 24: convicted 20, 4 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 17; convicted 15, 2 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 22; convicted 21, 1 dismissed. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 23; convicted 20, 3 dismissed. 

During the fiscal year of 1950 the following cases were made: 

The Harvison Narcotic Act, 130; convicted 115, 15 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 120; convicted 88, 14 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 52; convicted 43, 9 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions; 22 convicted, 6 dismissed. 

The Uniform Narcotics Drug Act, 10; convicted 3, 7 dismissed. 

During the fiscal year of 1951 the following narcotic cases were 
made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 145; convicted 124, 21 dismissed. 

The Jones-Miller Act, 123; convicted 107, 16 dismissed. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 34; convicted 31, 3 dismissed. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 17; 12 convicted, 5 dismissed. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 9; convicted 9. 

From July 1, 1951, to February 1, 1952, the following number of 
cases have been made: 

The Harrison Narcotic Act, 130. 

The Jones-Miller Act. 123. 

The Marijuana Tax Act, 31, 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 8. 

Forging narcotic prescriptions, 7. 
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Those cases haven’t been completed in court. That is the record up 
to the present time. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that complete your answer, sir? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Those figures which you have just read reflect the 
following, do they not? In many instances, indeed in almost all 
instances where a man is arrested for the possession of heroin, for 
instance, he would be booked both for the Harrison and for the Jones- 
Miller Act, would he not? 

Liuetenant Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. So that those figures would reflect multiple bookings 
would they not? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And similarly those figures which you have just read 
would also include those cases originated and indeed completed by 
the Federal Bureau of Narcotics and booked through Police Head- 
quarters, would they not? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. So that the figures you have read do not necessarily 
and solely indicate those cases made by the Narcotics Bureau of the 
Metropolitan Police Department, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Oh, no, sir, that is with the Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics and the Police Department. All Federal Bureau cases are 
booked on our books. 

Mr. Bauman. And although those cases are made by the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics since they are booked through the Narcotics 
Bureau they are included in the figures which you have read to the 
committee, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the counsel, does the wit- 
ness have available figures which might segregate and place the re- 
sponsibility for the various cases in the various departments, or is that 
possible ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I do not know whether the witness has that avail- 
able, but the committee staff has compiled a graph based upon the 
complete narcotics figures submitted to the staff by Major Murray 
which originated from the books of the Narcotics Squad, which indi- 
cates the difference between those cases made by the Narcotics Squac 
and those made by the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, and if you would 
like to see it, Senator, it is right here. 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to comment that regard- 
less of who gets the credit for this tremendously increased activity in 
1949, 1950, 1951, and up to February of 1952, there has certainly been a 
tremendous increase in going after these narcotics peddlers. I think 
that is very commendable. To just what that is attributed I could 
not say, except of course an aroused sense of duty on the part of l! 
enforcement agencies. I think probably without question of doubt the 
work of Senator Kefauver had a lot to do with this. 

Mr. Bauman. For the benefit of the committee, Lieutenant Carper, 
would you be good enough to tell us the names of the narcotic drugs 
which are in most common use today by addicts. 

Lieutenant Carper. Well, the most dangerous drug, gentlemen, is 
heroin which is unlawful to be in this country. It is unlawful to 
import it in this country. It is not manufactured in this country. 
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We used to get quite a bit of heroin. I want to say this. We 
haven’t had any pure heroin in Washington City for years that I 
know of. The strongest percent of heroin that we have brought as evi- 
dence against was last year which I think was 16 percent. What 
we are getting today is a synthetic drug. They call it “glue.” It is 
called amidone. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you tell the committee what “glue” is, please, 
so that the members will understand ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, glue is a little deck in a brown envelope, 
they call it glue. They have different names for it. They call heroin 
horse, H, they have all kinds of names for it. Dope peddlers and 
dope addicts use a language all of their own. It’s called—heroin is 
called H, horse. 

Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant, what I was getting at is that glue is 
highly adulterated heroin consisting, by the time it is adulterated 
with milk sugar, of approximately 1 percent heroin and the rest milk 
sugar. . 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct, and some of it has been cut 
with cornstarch and aspirin tablets. 

Mr. Bauman. Now what are the other narcotic drugs in common 
use ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, mostly that we get is heroin or, as I say, 
the synthetic drug, amidone. Of course there is morphine which we 
haven’t had any morphine bought on the market for I don’t know 
when. That’s cocaine; very little cocaine shows up. It’s generally 1 
percent of 2 percent heroin, or it shows up the synthetic drug which 
we have bought in the last 6 months, it absolutely shows up as a syn- 
thetic amidone, and that is cut with milk sugar or cut with cornstarch. 

Mr. Bauman. Marijuana, I take it, is also in general use among a 
certain group of narcotic addicts, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carper. A certain group use narcotics. You take the 
heroin addict or morphine addict, or real dope addict that is using 
a large amount of narcotics doesn’t follow with any marijuana. 

Mr. Bauman. Now. What is the source of heroin that comes into 
this country ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Washington City, gentlemen, is no seaport 
town, and our supply of narcotics to Washington City is New York 
City. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where heroin is manufactured ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. It’s not manufactured in this country, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee in what country it is 
manufactured ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Well, it comes in from Turkey, it comes in 
from the foreign countries. 

Mr. Bauman. It comes in from Italy, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. It comes in from Italy. It has to be exported 
into this country. 

Mr. Bauman. What are the general weights and measures and 
prices that are used in the drug business? In what quantities are nar- 
cotics put up and sold? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Narcotics are put up and sold in ounce packages, 
cellophane packages, but for the small peddler a dollar and a half cap 
or dollar and a half package. Sometimes it will run 6 months, it will 
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probably be all put up in caps. Then you will buy it all put up in little 
brown packages. 

Mr. Bauman. Those are called decks, are they not? 

Lieutenant Carrer. They are called decks. 

Mr. Bauman. A deck, as a matter of fact, is sort of a folder paper 
like you would buy a dose of some kind of powder. 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that correct? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you say they sell for between a dollar and a 
dollar and a half? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Dollar, dollar and a half. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you say that a person in the District of Colum- 
bia who is not an addict would find it difficult to purchase drugs here ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say that had been true in 1950? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I wouldn’t say it would be true. A person not 
using drugs would have to have some connection. He would have to 
get in with a user or an addict. He couldn’t just go out and purchase 
drugs himself, not being an addict. 

Mr. Bauman. Assuming that he met such an addict, would you say 
between 1947 and 1951, that he would have had any trouble at all in 
getting narcotics / 

Lieutenant Carrer. He could have probably got it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Generally a drug habit is acquired as a result of asso- 
ciation with addicts; isn’t th at right? ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Byiumwan. And because it costs so much to sustain this habit, 
these addicts frequently turn into sellers themselves in order to get 
enough narcotics for themselves; isn’t that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. About how many addicts would you say there are 
presently known to the police in the District of Columbia ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Sir, we make an addict form on every drug 
addict that comes in contact with the Police Department. I have gone 
back over my files of the addicts from January 1949, to January 1952. 
I have their names, the dates of arrests. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you just say how many there are, sir, in 
your judgment ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. It is around four hundred seventy-some. 

Mr. Bauman. About 470 addicts in the District of Columbia ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir; to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Of whom the police have knowledge; is that correct? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Of course there are a number of addicts of whom 
you do not know; is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you give us an idea of about how many caps 
or decks a seasoned addict would require ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Well, I have known some addicts to have prob- 
ably a $40 or $50 a day habit. It is entirely upon how much stuff 
they have been using, what they have been using. 

Mr, Bauman. A $40 or $50 a day habit is far be yond the means 
of just about anybody to sus t: Lin, isn’t that correct ? 
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Lieutenant Carper. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. How does an addict ordinarily get the money to 
support this habit? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, generally as a rule addicts are shop- 
lifters, Most of them are shoplifters. 

Mr. Bauman. They steal / 

Lieutenant Carrer. They steal. 

Mr. Bauman. They commit burglaries, they commit thefts, in 
department stores, other thefts from Government buildings. In gen- 
eral they steal to support their habit, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. So that, in the long run, the cost of a substantial 
part of this habit is sustained by the people in the stores, the busi- 
nesses and residences of the District of Columbia, whose property 
is stolen from them for this purpose, is that right. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now I believe you told us that the present size of 
the Narcotics Squad is five men and three undercover men, is that 
correct ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the size of the squad on July 1, 1947, 
when Major Barrett became the Major and Superintendent? 

Lieutenant Carper. I think at that time it was three men. I don’t 
have those records with me, Mr, Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it not two men, you and Sergeant Taylor, at 
that time ‘ 

Lieutenant Carrer. It could have been for a short time that it was 
Sergeant Taylor and myself. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact Sergeant Taylor was assigned 
to the Narcotics Squad on November 1, 1942, isn’t that correct? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I wouldn’t say. I don’t have those figures with 
me. 

Mr. Bauman. Since 1942, have the following men been added to the 
Narcotic s Squ: id for longer or shorter per iods: Detective Ennis? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Sergeant Gabrys, who is presently a member of that 
squad ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Detective Guy Holcomb? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Detective Raboy ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When was it that the squad started to use three under- 
cover men, Lieutenant ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, we have used three at times and probably 
more than three at times. Mr. Bauman, undercover man, you have to 
pick him. You have to pick the type of man that you think that can 
do the job, that it doesn’t look like a police officer. 

Mr. Bauman. I understand that. Will you agree with a member of 
your squad, Lieutenant, who told us that, for the most part, until 
comparatively recently you had no more than one or two at a time ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. That could be; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. And that it is only very recently that the squad has 
been working with three undercover men? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I would say in the last 6 months. 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Until March 18, 1950, there were only three men 
assigned to the Narcotics Squad, is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Sergeant Taylor, Sergeant Gabrys, and myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you believe that the three members of the Nar- 
cotics Squad were well known to sellers and addicts? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you regard the size of the Narcotics Squad during 
1951 as being adequate to cope with the narcotics problem in Wash- 
ington ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, sir, that wasn’t exactly up to me. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let us go back to the time when there were only 
two men on the Narcotics Squad from 1942 until April of 1948. Did 
you at that time feel that two men were sufficient to police the narcotics 
situation in Washington ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. After you were appointed head of this squad by 
Major Barrett and given the rank of acting lieutenant, did you go 
to Major Barrett and tell it to him ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. You felt at the time that you were not in a position 
adequately to police the problem, and you did not take it up with the 
Major and Superintendent of the Police Department? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I didn’t take it up with him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you take it up with any other supervisor of 
yours? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I don’t recall whether I did or not, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. If you had taken it up on more than one occasion, 
you would certainly have remembered it, wouldn’t you, Lieutenant? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. So that if you did take it up at all, it was not on more 
than one occasion ; isn’t that correct, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Why didn’t you go to your superiors about this 
problem if you felt in your conscience that this major hazard to health 
and life was not being adequately policed ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, we worked with the Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics and they have a certain number of men that work right 
with us. 

Mr. Bauman. They had a total of four men working in this area 
during part of this time about which I am now talking; is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What would you estimate would be the size of the 
narcotics squad necessary adequately to police narcotics in a city of 
800,000 ? ; 

Lieutenant Carper. Well, it isn’t the number of men that you have 
on the Narcotics Squad. It’s the number of men, undercover men, 
that you can use to buy narcotics. You might have 15 or 20.men on 
a narcotics squad, and if they couldn’t go out and buy and purchase 


CRIM 


evidence, | 
that you | 
Mr. Ba’ 
people yo 
800,000. 
Lieuten 
five or six 
Mr. B: 
Anslinge! 
required : 
vary youl 
Lieuter 
Mr. Ba 
think the 
Lieute 
Mr. Bs 
had said 
Lieute’ 
Mr. Bz 
Lieute 
Mr. B. 
men, or f 
lem in ¥ 
Lieute 
more th: 
Inspecto 
spector ] 
It was tk 
Mr. B 
was that 
well tha 
isn’t tha 
Lieut 
Mr. I 
narcotic 
Lieut 
Mr. f 
Lieut 
Mr. | 
the tota 
Lieut 
Mr. I 
Lieut 
Mr. | 
from al 
Lieut 
Mr. - 
in the ] 
Lieu 
Mr. | 
been se 
your b 
well as 
positio 


e< 


‘S 


Vv 


cr fT ~ 


~~ = 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 455 


evidence, they wouldn’t be any good to you. It’s the undercover men 
that you have to use. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about men of all kinds, the number of 
people you feel would be adequate to police narcotics in a city of 
800,000. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Probably eight men to the squad and probably 
five or six undercover men. 

Mr. Bauman. Would it interest you to know that Commissioner 
Anslinger in discussing this problem said that he felt 20 men would be 
required adequately to police narcotics in Washington? Would that 
vary your judgment in any way, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrgr. No, sir; I didn’t know that. 

Mr. Bauman. Would that affect your judgment in saying you now 
think that 13 men would be adequate to police narcotics here? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you now say that if Commissioner Anslinger 
had said that, that you w ould s say 20 is a fair figure? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I wouldn't change my decision. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you do anything to get 13 men, Lieutenant ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You did not feel that with a squad of two men, three 
men, or five men, you were adequately coping with the narcotics prob- 
lem in Washington, did you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir, but the Narcotics Squad has never had 
more than two men on it up until the time that I came on it when 
Inspector Bryant was in charge of the Narcotics Squad, it was In- 
spector Bryant and myself. ‘Then Sergeant Taylor came on the squad. 
It was three of us. 

Mr. Bauman. What you are in effect saying, Lieutenant, is it always 
was that way so you went along with it although you realized per fectly 
well that your squad was not big enough to cope with the problem; 
isn’t that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. I don’t feel that way about it at all, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you think was the gross annual volume of 
narcotics traffic in the District of Columbia during 1951? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t estimate that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you give us any idea during any of the years? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir, I couldn't. 

Mr. Bauman. Between 1947 and 1951 as to what in your judgment 
the total volume of illicit narcotics sold in the District of Columbia is? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir, I couldn’t estimate it. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever considered that problem ? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever sought to obtain any such statistics 
from any legitimate source ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say that there were more narcotics sold 
in the District of Columbia in 1948 than there were in 1947 ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have no figures on that at all, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You are an ex <a ienced narcotics officer and you have 
been serving, I believe, since about 1942. Based on your experience, 
your being out in the street all the time, your policing this problem as 
well as the other laws about which you have testified, are you in a 
position to say 
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Lieutenant Carrer. I am not, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, are you in a position to say whether more nar- 
cotics were sold in 1949 than there were sold in 1948? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I am not in a position because I do not have 
those figures. 

Mr. Bauman. Were there any signs of increased activity in any 
year in which you have been on the force over any other year in which 
you have been on the force? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, sir, we made in 1951 in March, we made 
a raid where we arrested forty-six-some-odd, and in November of 
1951 we made another raid. 

Mr. Bauman. And in March of 1951 you made a raid? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And in October of 1949 you made a raid. 

Lieutenant Carrer. October of 1949, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now didn’t the very existence in the making of those 
raids indicate that so far as some law enforcement officer is concerned 
at least, that the problem had risen to such an extent that drastic 
action was indicated ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. So that when I ask you whether there was an increase 


in the narcotics problem in 1949 over 1948, there must have been, isn’t 
that correct? 


Lieutenant Carper. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And in 1951 over 1950 there must have been such an 
increase because two major raids were made in that year, isn’t that 
correct ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct, but I don’t have those figures 
showing it. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you the one who called to the attention of any 
superior officer or any law authority the fact that there had been such 
an increase in narcotics traffic as to require these 1 aids? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I don’t remember that, Mr. Bauman. I den’t 
remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, wouldn’t you remember, Lieutenant, if you had 
been esONEAD ‘le for these three raids, whether you were the one who 
had started the wheels turning? Wouldn’t you remember that ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. The wheels that started turning was a young 
offic er I picked from the school for the March raid who made most all 
of the buys. Another young police officer I picked from the school 
who made the November buys. 

Mr. Batman. Can you tell us whether these three major raids, 
about which I am now asking, or any of them, were instituted by the 
Me tropolit: in Police Department or by the Federal Bureau of Nar- 
cotics ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. The March raid was a police officer who I 
picked out of the school, a young colored boy. 

Mr. Bauman. That was March of 1951, Lieutenant, just to keep the 
record straight, is that right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAUMAN. Proceed. 

Lieutenant Carrer. He was picked ahead of that time. He had been 
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another young colored police officer who made the buys for the raid of 
November 1951. He was picked from the school by me. I picked those 
boys. 

They were turned over and worked with narcotics agents. The 
one from the November raid, he worked from Baltimore, came to 
Washington, did all the operating from Baltimore, worked with the 
agent, Federal Bureau of Narcotics. 

Senator WeLker. Now may I interrupt just a moment ? 

Mr. Officer, a few of us have had a bit of experience in enforcement 
and prosecution of criminal law, and I think we all agree that your 
job js probably one of the most difficult. I wish you could generally 
outline for us the problem that is yours in the arresting of a dope 
addict or a dope seller. 

Now I am sure that it is more than difficult for you to find the 
right man from the school and to have a man that can surmount 
the obstacles that an officer has to surmount to properly make a 
‘ase against the dope seller. 

Now could you tell the committee the difficulty that any officer, 
whether it be yourself or some other officer had in the investigation 
of, purchasing from, and the making of a case against the dope 
addict? I wish you would tell us that, becintie I am not familiar 
with it. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, a dope case is entirely different from any 
other case. You take a housebreaking ‘ase or a robbery case, when 
the officers get there, it’s a housebreaking case, the crime has been 
committed. 

Our crime has never been committed until our officer makes a 
purchase right from the dope peddler, and we have to have the evi- 
dence. We have to buy the evidence. You have to pick out a young 
police officer who can dress what we call sharp. He has to be 
introduced to the—— 

Senator We.ker. Dress sharp? What do you mean by that, 
Officer ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Well, they have to wear different clothes. 
Dope pe <ddlers and dope addicts, they dress different. 

Senator WeLKER. How do they dress? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, a lot of them let their hair grow out 
long, they wear big bow ties, they wear suede shoes, long coats. They 
dress differ ently. 

Now the young police officer, he has to be introduced to the dope 
peddler by an addict who is an informer. They have got to be. 
He just can’t go out and go up to these dope peddlers and say, “I want 
to buy a deck of heroin.” He has to be introduced by an addict. 

Senator WeLker. May I interrupt again. These officers, have they 
had experience in using narcotics ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, we talk to them and tell them what we 
want them to do before they go out to make the deal. We talk to 
them. We show them what a deck of stuff looks like. We show them 
what the hypodermic syringe and needle looks like. 

We acquaint them with what problems they might run up against. 
We make them acquainted with the informer who they are going out 
to work with, and the informer cuts them into the peddler. 
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If you are not an addict and you go out and try to buy some 
narcotics, why it’s just impossible. You’ve got to be introduced to 
the peddler. 

Senator WeLKer. Now you may go ahead, Officer. 

Lieutenant Carrer. And that is the way we make the cases. Take 
in the November raid, this officer was taken to Baltimore. He was 
introduced to the informer there. 

The informer brought us over to Washington and made him ac- 
quainted with the peddler. Then he starts to buy directly from the 
peddler, and that’s the way we have to make our cases. 

Senator Weiker. Thank you very much. ‘ 

Mr. Bauman. However, these difficulties about which you have 
just testified did not stop you in October of 1949 together with Federal 
people from arresting a total of 48 separate individuals, in March 
1951 from arresting together with the Federal people a total of 51 
separate individuals, and in November of 1951 together with the 
Federals a total of 26 separate individuals, isn’t that correct? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, these obstacles are not insuperable. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Oh, no. 

Senator Wetker. I did not want to leave the impression that they 
were, Counsel. I merely wanted to become acquainted with the 
obstacles that an officer had. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes,sir. Iam merely developing that. 

Are you aware of the fact that between October 1947 and October 
of 1949 there was a marked and very serious decrease in the number 
of arrests which had been made? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, there were 2 years during which 
the number of arrests were materially below the number that had 
been made in the years previous and the years subsequent, is that 
correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrzr. That is right, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the explanation for that ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, sir, when you go out and you send them 
to the penitentiary and you clean up the city, until they get out again 
or some new ones start up, you have nobody to buy it from. 

Mr. Bauman. It is your point then that in those 2 years the nar- 
cotics problem was almost nonexistent in Washington, D. C.? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Oh, I wouldn’t say it was nonexistent. 

Mr. Bauman. Almost I said. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Almost. 

The Cuarrman. Of what years are you speaking? 

Mr. Bauman. From October of 1947 until October of 1949. 

Now, Lieutenant Carper, as I indicated before, it is a fact that all 
cases developed by the Federal Bureau of Narcotics are booked in 
the arrest book of the Detective Bureau of the police department, is 
that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact that it appears from the 
Detective Bureau’s arrest book that from October 1947 until Janu- 
ary of 1951, a period of over 3 years, there were only 3 months in 
which 10 persons or more were arrested for narcotics violation ? 
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Lieutenant Carrer. I do not have those figures, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your best recollection ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say that if there were a 3-year period 
in which in only 3 months 10 or more persons were arrested for nar- 
cotics violations, that the narcotics problem in Washington had been 
adequately dealt with? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t answer that either, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware, Lieutenant Carper, that during this 
same period of over 3 years that there were 28 months in which no more 
than five people were arrested for violations of all these laws with 
which the Narcotics Squad is charged with the enforcement ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I am not aware of that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it not occur to you month after month, indeed 
year after year, that the months were ticking by and that you were 
not arresting in 28 months more than five people a month, which means 
you and your squad were making one arrest a week on an average? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I don’t have those figures, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, I assure you, sir, they were supplied to the 
subcommittee staff by Major Murray and are the official figures drawn 
from the official arrest book of the Narcotics Squad. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Then that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Has that ever impressed itself on you as the time was 
going by, at the time? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Mr. Bauman, our Narcotics Squad, the record 
of our Narcotics Squad and the Federal Bureau of Narcotics in Wash- 
ington, I will put against any in the country. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you please answer the question, sir? 

Would you mind reading the question, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter read back the question.) 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the answer? I did not hear that. I am 
sorry. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you very much. 

Did it not occur to you during these 28 months out of a period of 
about 3 years, when arrests were not being made at the rate of more 
than one a week, that you as the head of the Narcotics Squad were 
not properly enforcing the narcotics law ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact that there were 4 months 
in this period in which no arrests at all were made, and 9 months in 
which only one arrest was made? 

Lieutenant Carrer. It could have been; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you feel that you were adequately enforcing 
the law in those months? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have always felt that I adequately enforced 
the law. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Major Barrett ever call you in and ask you why 
you had made no arrests in 4 months, and one arrest in 9 months, and 
the fact that you had only made an average of about one arrest a week 
for 28 months? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did any superior of yours in the Police Department 
ever call you to task for the record of the Narcotics Squad ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant Carper, when you make an arrest, when 
an arrest is made for violation of the narcotics law, you very often 
recover the narcotics; is that correct ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And it is very often required that these narcotics be 
used as evidence; is that correct ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I want you to outline in detail the procedure 
you follow when you make an arrest, assuming with regard to the 
possession of these narcotics, I want you to assume that you have 
apprehended me in the possession of 5 ounces of “glue.” 1 want to 
know what happens to that “glue” from the time you take it from me. 

Lieutenant Carrer. It is sealed, three copies are sent to the United 
States chemist for analysis. It stays at the United States chemist’s 
until it is brought to court and the chemist testifies in court the 
strength and what kind of a narcotic it is. 

Mr. Bauman. What happens to the narcotic then? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I don’t know. It doesn’t come back to our 
office. The Bureau of Internal Revenue has all of that. 

Mr. Bauman. Suppose the case is nolle prossed ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. We don’t get it. It doesn’t come back to our 
office. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever disposed of any narcotics? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Before I come to that question, when you make an 
arrest do you enter in any book or record the amount, the quantity, 
and nature of narcotics that you have taken from the prisoner? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Every case where the narcotic is to be used as 
evidence, yes, sir, it is submitted to the chemist. 

Mr. Bauman. Oh, no, I want you—— 

Lieutenant Carrer. Where it is not used as evidence, it is destroyed. 
It is flushed down the toilet. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you do that? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And there is no entry made in any book or record? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; but we have changed that form now. 

Mr. Bauman. Sure, that has been changed within the last 2 weeks, 
hasn't it? 

Lieutenant Carrer. In the last 3 weeks; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In the last 3 weeks, I beg your pardon; but until 
that time—— : 

Lieutenant Carrer. Until that time we destroyed all of it in our 
office. ' 

Mr. Bauman. By “we” you mean you and the members of your 
squad; is that correct ? : 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Then you destroyed them by the simple expedient of 
flushing them down the drain, as you put it? 

Lieutenant Carper. That is correct: ves. sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And maintaining no record at all? 
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Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. BaumMan. As to the amount of the narcotics that you had so 
destroyed; is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is the way it had always been done. 

Mr. BAUMAN. And that, without making any report to anybody ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. As to the amount of the narcotics so destroyed; 
that right ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of section 33-417 of the District of 
Columbia Code? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; lam not. I am no attorney. 

Mr. Bauman. Before I come to that, were these narcotics that you 
destroyed, destroyed publicly or privately ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. Well, they are generally flushed down the 
toilet. I don’t know who would probably be in there at all. I would 
take them in and flush them down the stool. 

Mr. Bauman. Generally, you disposed of them yourself when no- 
body was around; isn’t that correct 

Lieutenant Carrer. I didn’t pick for whether anybody was around 
or not. It didn’t make any difference. I took them back to the bath- 
room; flushed them down the toilet. 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon; would you please answer the 
question? Generally you destroy ed them alone; r ight ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever have any public officials, any news- 
papermen or anybody outside of your squad present when you de- 
stroyed these narcotics 4 

Lieutenant Carrer. I don’t recall of anybody; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of section 33-417 of the District of 
Columbia Code, which indicates that such narcotics must be re- 
corded—let me read this to you, and ask you if you have ever heard 
it before: 

All narcotic drugs, the lawful possession of which is not established or the 
title to which cannot be ascertained, which have come into the custody of a peace 
officer shall be forfeited and disposed of as follows, except as in this section 
otherwise provided the court or magistrate having jurisdiction shall order such 
narcotie drugs forfeited and destroyed. 

Did you ever get a court order for the destruction of any narcotic 
drugs ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman (reading) : 

A record of the place where the said drugs were seized, of the kinds and quan- 
tities of drug so destroyed, and of the time, place, and manner of destruction 
shall be kept, and a return under oath reporting said destruction shall be made 
to the court or magistrate and to the United States Commissioner of Narcotics by 
the officer who destroys them. 

Have you ever made such records or reports? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When was that law enacted ? 

Mr. Bauman. This came out—it is at least 12 years old. The copy 
we use is the 1940 edition. 

The Carman. Lieutenant, you say you did not even know the ex- 
istence of that law? 
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Lieutenant Carrer. I have never read that law; no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you never hear of it before? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir; I never heard of it before. 

Mr. Bauman. That is a part of the Uniform Narcotic Act, isn’t it, 
Lieutenant, or don’t you know? 

Lieutenant Carper. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, you do not have any doubt, Lieutenant Carper, 
that trafficking in narcotics is a commercial racket operated by a spe- 
cialized underworld for profit; isn’t that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I wouldn’t say that it was a specialized racket in 
Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. I said operated by a specialized underworld. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Oh, yes; it is. 

Mr. Bauman. And I think you testified that Washington is sup- 
plied with its narcotics mainly from New York; isn’t that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How are these drugs brought into the District? 

Lieutenant Carrer. They are brought in by airplane, automobile, 
busses. 

Mr. Bauman. In what are they brought in? Would you inform the 
committee how they are smuggled into a city like Washington? Are 
they brought in in suitcases? 

Lieutenant Carper. Well, it doesn’t take much of a suitcase, it doesn’t 
take much of a space to carry narcotics. They can carry them on their 
person or in a suitcase, can carry it anywhere. 

Mr. Bauman. They have been secreted in hub caps on occasion ? 

Lieutenant Carper. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And they have been secreted under fenders of auto- 
mobiles ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And, indeed, there have been special automobiles 
constructed with compartments ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. In which to hide this stuff; is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. You remember the case of one car which was so spe- 
cially constructed in which 90 pounds of marijuana were concealed in 
i-pound packages? 

Lieutenant Carper. It was 150. I recovered that myself. 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon. I think it was 190, as a matter 
of fact. 

On July 1, 1947, who were the major figures in the narcotics racket 
in the District of Columbia? 

Lieutenant Carrer. In 1947? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, Mr. Bauman, I don’t have my record 
with me. 

Mr. Batman. Would you say that the big men—and I am talking 
about the big men now—were Bob Williams and Emanuel Broussard? 

Lieutenant Carper. We still have investigations going on, but if 
you want me to come out and name those men, it is certainly going to 
hurt our investigations that we are working on at the present time. 

Mr. Bauman. I gather some of these investigations have been going 
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on from 1947 and this is 1952, so that your success has not been spec- 
tacular in some of these connections; is that right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No; but some of our big men are in from the 
March raid and the November raid. I still grant that the big peddlers 
are still out; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant, I am not going to ask you whether you 
are conducting any investigation or any evidence upon which your 
statement is based. All I want to have is your professional judgment 
as the head of the Narcotics Bureau in answer to these questions. 

In July, July 1, 1947, were Bob Williams and Emanuel Broussard 
two of the biggest narcotics peddlers in Washington ? 

Lieutenant Carprr. I couldn’t say that they were. 

Mr. BauMAN. Who would you say were? 

Lieutenant Carrer. What is the last fellow’s name that you called? 

Mr. Bauman. Emanuel Broussard. 

Lieutenant Carper. I don’t know him. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you know him as Brucey ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I wouldn’t know him; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of a narcotics peddler named 
Brucey ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have heard of the name “Brucey”. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1948 Polly Brown came into prominence, isn’t 
that right? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And he and Jim Yellow, James Roberts, were the two 
big men in that year; isn’t that right ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And again in 1949 Brown and Roberts were the main 
distributors in Washington; is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How about last year? Who would you say were 
the biggest narcotics peddlers in Washington ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, Polly Brown, he didn’t get out of jail, 
I don’t know the exact date that he got out of jail. He was just 
getting started to be a big peddler. A big peddler is a man that will 
sell $150 worth of stuff. 

Mr. Bauman. Or more. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Or more. Polly Brown was a big peddler. 

The Cuarrman. Within what time must one sell $150 worth of nar- 
cotics to qualify as a big peddler ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. One sale. The street peddler sells a dollar and 
a half deck to an addict to use. The big peddler will make a deal for 
75, a hundred or $150. Then he is listed as a big peddler. 

Mr. Bauman. How about Catfish Turner ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Catfish Turner is a big peddler. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say he is the biggest peddler in Washing- 
ton or was the biggest peddler in Washington in 1951, Lieutenant ? 

Lieutenant Carper. In 1951? 

Mr. Bauman. Last year. 

Lieutenant Carper. Last year I would say he was. 

Mr. Bauman. Ernest Twyman? 

Lieutenant Carper. Ernest [Twyman was a big peddler. The last 
information we had on Ernest Twyman, that he went out of business. 
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Mr. Bauman. How about Joseph Walter Davis known as Black 
Sammy ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Black Sammy was peddling; yes sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And he was one of the biggest in the District, is that 


right? 

Tdeutitesint Carrer. He was one of the big ones. 

Mr. Bauman. During the year 1951? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Joseph Smith alias Peter Rabbit ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he one of the biggest last year ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. He was working for a big man. 

Mr. Bauman. For whom was he working? 

Lieutenant Carrer. The best information that I have, he was work- 
ing for Catfish. 

Mr. Bauman. Right. And was he this year until the time of his 
arrest one of the biggest men, probably the biggest man in Wash- 
ington ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, I would say he was a right big man. I 
raided his place twice. We arrested him not so long ago. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Catfish Turner ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where he lives? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where does he live? 

Lieutenant Carrer. He lives No. 23 Fifty-second Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been to his house ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have never been in his house. I have been 
by his house several times. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Leon James or Eddie Atkins or 
Herbert Johnson, Paul Robinson at that house / 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you been by that house ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you have never seen any of those characters 
in or around that house; is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are those names familiar to you # 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir; all of them. 

The Cuatrman. How many so-called big operators were there in 
Washington last year, in your opinion, Lieutenant ! 

Lieutenant Carrer. I would say it was probably eight big operators. 

The Cuamrman. By “big operators” you mean drug peddlers? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I mean big drug peddlers sell ounce stuff at a 
time or $150 worth. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever met Catfish Turner at any place other 
than—and by Catfish Turner you know I am referring to Randolph 
Turner alias Catfish—have you ever met him at any place other than 
23 Fifty-second Street SE. ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have never met him there at 23 Fifty-second 
Street, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever met him anywhere else? 
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Lieutenant Carper. I arrested Catfish Turner, it was in the March 
raid. We were raiding this place. He came in. I searched him and 
arrested him there. 

Mr. Bauman. That case did not stick, did it, Lieutenant ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. We had nothing on him. 

Mr. Bauman. Now have you ever seen him aside from that time, 
and by “seen him” I mean have you ever spoken to him / 

Lieutenant Carrer. Oh, I’ve seen him on the street, yes; riding 
around in the street. I’ve seen him a dozen times since then. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to him ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him in anybody else's house ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I saw him in this house we were raiding at 
that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Aside from that one instance / 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You say you have seen him in a car driving around 
the street; is that right ‘ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You have never been in that car driving with him, 
have you? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I take it the only time you have ever talked to 
Catfish was on the occasion in which you arrested him; is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever arrange to meet Catfish Turner at 
29 S Street ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what 29 5S Street is? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is it? 

Lieutenant Carrer. 29 S Street is the place that we raided on 
March 16,1951. That is where we made a raid. 

Mr. Bauman. There is an apartment in that building that was 
occupied by a couple of people who are narcotics sellers; is that right ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know those people who were in that 
apartment ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do. 

Mr. Bauman. What are their names? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Nellie Leach and Bucklejaws. 

Mr. Bauman. By “Bucklejaws” you mean Sean Johnson ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to them in that apartment except 
on the occasion of the raid ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that for the first time ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. The first time I ever talked to them was the 
night of the raid. I talked to them after the raid. 

Mr. Bauman. Under what circumstances? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Real-estate office called me up and was com- 
plaining about a room that he had rented, I think, to Bucklejaws. 

I think he called me the second time. He said he wanted his ke VS; 

he thought it was a dope joint running there. 
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I went around and I saw Bucklejaws and I told him that he wasn’t 
going to open up any dope joint in that room, that the man wanted 
his keys, and to take his keys back to the real-estate office. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that your entire conversation ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That was my entire conversation. 

Mr. Bauman. Asa matter of fact there is no record of such a com- 
plaint in the complaint file of the Police Department, is there? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The complaint was made at 39 § 
right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Thirty-nine S 
where this room that he had rented 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Pat Malone? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Pat Malone? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Not offhand I don’t; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You have told us part of the conversation you had 
with Bucklejaws about this complaint. Was there anything more 

said about it ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever see Bucklejaws or Nellie Leach on any 
other occasion to talk to? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir; by arresting with Sergeant Taylor, 
Federal Bureau of Narcotics in November arrested Bucklejaws in 
his Cadillac on Ninth Street, took him to Police Headquarters. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, aside from the time on which you arrested 
him, I understand—and I want you to understand—that I am not 
referring to the times in which you made an actual arrest or raid, 
have you on any other occasion than the one about which you have 
testified when you had the complaint, gone to see Nellie Leach or 
Bucklejaws ? 


S Street: isn’t that 


Street I think is the number 





Lieutenant a. No, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen them in anybody else’s apart- 
ment‘ 


Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to them on any occasion other 
than the one about which you have testified, namely, when you went 
to see them about the complaint ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I spoke with Nellie Leach who called my house 
on the telephone about—it was George Washington’s Birthday. 

Mr. Bauman. Of this year? 

Lieutenant Carper. Of this year. 

Mr. Bauman. I am not referring to that. 
year. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who Leon James is? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I think I would know Leon James if I saw 
him. I haven’t seen him for quite a while. 

Mr. Bauman. What business is he in? 

Lie putenant Carrer. It’s rumored that he is in the dope business 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, you are the officer in charge of the Nar- 
cotics Squad. There is a difference between rumor and—— 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is the information we have. 

Mr. Bauman. And police information ? 


I am talking about this 
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Lieutenant Carrer. That is the information we have. 
Mr. Bauman. You regard him as a narcotics peddler ¢ 
Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who Eddie Atkins is? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his reputation ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. His reputation is a dope peddler. 

Mr. Bauman. Paul Robinson? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Paul Robinson; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. He is in the same business; isn’t he? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Paul Robinson, I think, if I am not mistaken, 
was arrested in the raid at 29S Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he in the narcotics business? Was he a dope 
peddler ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. I would say he was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. There isn’t any doubt in your mind about that; is 
there / 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you get that information? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, there is no better information than the 
night we raided 29 S Street; he was arrested in there with narcotics 
in his pocket. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Catfish Turner ever tell you Leon James, Eddie 
Atkins, and Paul Robinson were buying that stuff from him / 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any conversation with Catfish Turner? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Wherein he told you the names of the people and the 
locations at which they were working, of those people, who were 
buying their narcotics from him ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your memory is not so clear on that; is that correct, 
Lieutenant? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever gotten any money from Catfish Tur- 
ner, directly or indirectly ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever gotten a gift of any kind from Catfish 
Turner ? 

Lieuten: ant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever find any money at 29 S Street NW.? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever find any money in a wastebasket or 
garbage pail at 29 S Street NW. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever found any money in such a receptacle 
at any one of the locations about which I have questioned you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How long would you say Catfish Turner has been a 
major operator in the narcotics field in Washington ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Catfish Turned first started out dealing in mari- 
juana. I would say he has been operating 5 or 6 years. I could not 
say exactly. Maybe longer. 
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Mr. Bauman. He has been arrested a total of one time in that 5 or 6 
years; is that not right? 

Lieutenant Carper. I arrested him on March 16. 

Mr. Bauman. Of this year? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Last year. 

Mr. Bauman. Last year. But aside from that one time in the 5 
or 6 years in which you say Randolph Catfish Turner has been a major 
narcotics peddler, he has only been arrested on that one occasion ; 
is that correct / 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 
in New York, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the Washington, D. C., area, 
which you will agree is the area in which he functions; is that correct / 

Lieutenant Carper. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. How do you explain the fact that a major narcotics 
peddler can operate in a city like Washington if the Narcotics Bureau 
is functioning efficiently or properly for a period of 5 or 6 years and 
come up with one arrest ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Because he has his men working for him. We 
have tried every way in the world to make a case on Cc atfish ; every 

way. We tried with the two officers back in March and back in No- 
vember. He has his men working for him. He does not touch the stuff 
himself at all. 

Mr. Bauman. At some point he touches the stuff, Lieutenant; is 
that not right? 

Lieutenant Carper. Oh, yes; he touches the money. 

Mr. Bauman. I am not talking about the money. 
about the narcotics. 

Lieutenant Carrer. He probably does not. 
ing for him. 

Mr. Bauman. He certainly makes the arrangements for it to come 
into the District; does he not ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, I have had some information that it was 
brought in to him. 


I think he has been arrested 


I am talking 


He has these men work- 


Mr. Bauman. Right, but sooner or later it gets to him; right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And sooner or later the money for this stuff gets to 
him; is that correct ? 


Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What efforts have you made under those cireum- 
stances to work up a case on Catfish Turner ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. We have made every effort that we possibly 
could, the Federal Bureau and the Metropolian Police. 

Mr. Bauman. I am not asking about the Federal Bureau. 
asking what efforts the Metropolitan Police Department made? 

Lieutenant Carper. We have made every effort. I have offered 
$500. We have been turned around on informers just in the last 
month or two. We have several informers that were going to buy 
from Catfish. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Ann Simcoe? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Bauman. What is her business? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Ann Simcoe used to be in the dope business. 
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Mr. Bauman. By that I take it you mean she was a seller of narco- 
tics, is that right? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How long had Ann Simcoe functioned as a seller of 
narcotics before she retire 1d? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not know that she has retired. 

Mr. Bauman. I understood that from your answer. How long has 
she been in the business, to your knowledge? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have known her for the past 5 or 6 years. 

Mr. Bauman. Has she been in that business almost consistently 
during that period? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. During what period over the last 5 or 6 years would 
you say Ann Simcoe was in the business of selling narcotics? 

Lieutenant Carrer. She was a heavy user of narcotics herself. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you please answer the question ‘ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I could not say how long. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you care to estimate for the committee? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Sir? 

Mr. Bauman. Would you care to estimate for the committee accord- 
ing to the best police information that you have ? 

Lieutenant Career. P robably 2 years. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever received any money from her? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have never received any money from her. 

Mr. Bauman. Did she ever give you any money for Hilda Smith? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who Hilda Smith is? 

Lieutenant Carper. I know of Hilda Smith. 

Mr. Bauman. What is her business ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. She was known to be a dope addict. 

Mr. Bauman. And a pusher? 

Lieutenant Carper. And a peddler. 

Mr. Bauman. When I use the word “pusher” you understand I am 
referring to someone who sells narcotics? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. In the same sense that you use the word “peddler.” 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear that Ann Simcoe had a United 
States postal savings account ? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you bring in Ann Simcoe for investigation in 
1948 ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not remember. I probably arrested Ann 
Simcoe two or three times, but I don’t remember. I have no record 
of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember one occasion on which you brought 
her in and she had 5 ounces of heroin? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. An ounce of heroin? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember when she was arrested by another 
officer and turned over to you and had an ounce of heroin? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Was she ever turned over to you by an officer named 
Mr. Harvey? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bauman. And charged both with disorderly conduct and pos- 
session of narcotics? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall the case. 
here. 

Mr. Bauman. How many times have you arrested Ann Simcoe, did 
you say? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Oh, I do not know. 
times. I do not know exactly. 

Mr. Bauman. How many times did you arrest Catfish Turner? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I arrested Catfish Turner on March 16, 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. Once. 

How many times did you ever arrest Bucklejaws? 

Lieutenant Carper. I was at the raid. I did not make the arrest 
myself in March. I arrested Bucklejaws on Ninth Street with Agent 
Taylor in November. 

Mr. Bauman. And N oe Leach ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not know 
Nellie Leach in my life. 

Mr. Bauman. Let us get back to Ann Simcoe, if we may. 

Do you ever remember a situation in which Ann Simcoe was ar rested 
on two charges, one disorderly conduct and the other possession of 
narcotics ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not think that I handled the case myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you the one who appeared before the United 
States Commissioner with her on a narcotics charge ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall it. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the best answer you can give, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not have my case report here. 
remember it. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you have any recollection as to whether at the 
time she was turned over to you a quantity of narcotics was turned 
over to you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I would not. 

Mr. Bauman. You do not know whether it was or it was not? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Assuming that the case against her for narcotics was 
thrown out, would you say whether or not you returned the narcotics 
to her? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Or to anyone else? 

Mr. Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do with it? 
the drain ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Mr. Bauman, I do not have any 
handling that case, myself. 

Mr. Bauman. In the normal course of events if Ann Simcoe was 
taken before the United States Commissioner and the narcotics case 
there dismissed, your procedure would have been, sooner or later, to 
flush the narcotics down the drain, is that correct ? 
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Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir; we would destroy the narcotics. That 


is the way it has always been done ever since I have been on the squad, 


Mr. Bauman. So there would - no record or trace as to whether 
there had been 1 grain, 1 ounce, or 1 pound of that stuff; is that right ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Or whether it had been destroyed by flushing, burn- 
ing, or any other method ? 

Lieutenant Carper. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Robert D. Williams, Bob Williams? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I only know him when I see him. 

Mr. Bauman. He was one of the largest narcotic peddlers in Wash- 
ington in 1946 and 1947, was he not ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. I could not answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your professional judgment, Lieutenant ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. My professional judgment is he was dealing 
in narcotics. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he a big peddler or a small peddler ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I could not say whether he was a big peddler or 
a small peddler. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, do I understand that if your major and su- 
perintendent at that time called you in and said, “Lieutenant Carper” 


or “Sergeant” as you may have been at that time, “Is Bob Williams one 


of the biggest peddlers 1 in Washington,” you would have said to him, 


' *T donot know” ¢ 


Lieutenant Carrer. I would not have any way of knowing him, 
whether he was. 

Mr. Bauman. The same confidential sources and police information 
vou learned all these other things you have told us about ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And that Catfish Turner was the largest one in 
Washington last year ? 

Lieutenant Carper. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now Lask you: Was Bob Williams one of the biggest 
narcotic peddlers in Washington in 1946 and 1947? 

Lieutenant Carrer. We had information he was peddling narcotics; 
how big he was, I do not know. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever met him in a car or on the street 

Lieutenant Carrer. Met who? 

Mr. Bauman. Bob Williams. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he ever offered you any money ? 

Lieutenant Carver. No, sir. 

oe Bauman. Do you know a man named James M. Roberts, who 

s also known as Jim Yellow ¢ 

"eae Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. He got out of Milan, Mich., after serving a term 
there some time in 1947. Is that not right? October 1947 e 

Lieutenant Carrer. I would not know the date; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know when he was released from Milan, Mich., 
that his release was conditional? He was on parole, is not that 
right ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. That I did not know, sir; no. 

Mr. Batman. Didn’t ‘you know at the time that he had some so- 
called “good time” to do? 
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Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to Jim Yellow? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On one occasion or many occasions ? 

Lieutenant Carrrr. I would say probably two or three occasions. 
I was on the raid at the time that he was sent away. 

Mr. Bauman. Aside from that time of that raid, how many oc- 
casions would you say you have spoken to Jim Yellow? 

Lieutenant Carper. I raided his apartment when he lived on First 
Street. 

Mr. Bauman. When did that take place? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not know the exact date. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you give us the approximate date or the year 
in which it happened? 
Lieutenant Carrer. 

date. 

Mr. Bauman. He got out of Milan, Mich., in 1947 and went back 
to jail in 1949, was that not right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir, between that time. 

Mr. Bauman. I assumed that. 

Could you give us an idea of what year it was? 
or 1948 or 1949? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I could not tell you the year. 

Mr. Bauman. What were the circumstances of that raid? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I raided his apartment on First Street 
got a lot of stolen clothes out of there. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do with the stolen clothes? 

Lieutenant Carrer. They were turned to the General Assignment 
Squad. 

Mr. Bauman. Were they recorded in the log of the General Assign- 
ment Squad ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I imagine they were, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether or not the “y were? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not know. I turned it all over to the 
General Assignment Squad. 

Mr, Batman. What quantity of clothes did you take out of there? 

Lieutenant Carver. It had been shoplifters that had been taking 
stuff. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you take out? 
dresses or men’s suits? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall exactly what it was now. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it a large quantity ? 

Lieutenant Carper. It was not a large quantity. 
quantity. 

Mr. Bauman. Was the purpose of the raid to get this lot of stolen 
goods ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, I had a complaint that he was selling 
dope, and I saw this man go in the apartment and I got in behind 
him and Jim Yellow rushed in the bathroom. I think he destroyed 
the narcotics in the bathroom. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see him do it? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I did not see him do it but I know that the 
toilet had been flushed. 
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Mr. Bauman. And then you searched the apartment, right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You say you found a small quantity of stolen cloth- 
ing? 

Lieutenant Carrer. And he told me who brought it there. I think 
the party was arrested who had brought the stolen property there. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any record of your own as to what you 
turned over to the property clerk ¢ 

Lieutenant CaRpER. No, sir, I did not turn it over to the property 
clerk. 

Mr. Bauman. Or the appropriate authorities? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you take an inventory for your own record? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Who helped you! 

Lieutenant Carper. I was by myself. 

Mr. Bauman. You moved this stuff out of Jim Yellow’s place by 
yourself? 

Lieutenant Carrer, X es, sir. 

Mr. BauMaAN. Was there any other police officer with you ? 

Lieutenant Carper. No. sir, it was a very small amount of stolen 
clothing. 

Mr. Bauman. You mean at this time when Jim Yellow was one 
of the biggest narcotics peddlers in Washington—he was, was he not? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Not at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, asa matter of fact, starting in 1948—— 

Lieutenant Carrer. When he moved from First Street, then he was 
the largest peddler, when he moved up on Girard Street. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall the date. He soon moved after 
that, after 1 had raided the place on First Street, he soon moved from 
First Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether or not he kept that place on 
First Street ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not, no. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it your standard procedure to go out on a 
raid of a character like Jim Yellow alone?! 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have made many raids by myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Of aman of Jim Yellow’s standing? 

Lieutenant Carper. He was not a big man at that time. 

Senator Hunr. Counsel, will you have the officer describe more in 
detail the quantity of clothes that he removed from the premises? 
Large or small does not indicate anything. Was it 5 dresses, was it 
50, was it 100 pairs of stockings? Just what was it? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I just do not recall, Senator, the amount of 
goods that was taken out of there at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Please give us your best recollection. 

Lieutenant Carrer. It was a small amount of clothing. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of clothing? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it men’s or women’s? 

Lieutenant Carper. I do not recall whether it was men’s or women’s. 

Senator Hunr. Did you need to make more than one trip to the 
apartment in your car? 
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Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. It was a very small amount of 
clothing. 

Mr. Bauman. Were there any stockings included ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall whether there were any 


stockings. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you are now saying that you 
have no recollection as to whether it was men’s clothing or women’s 
clothing ? 

Lieutenant Carper. 
do not have any recollection of it. 

Mr. Bauman. It has been somewhere between 3 and 4 years ago? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you have no record in your 
own memorandum book? 

Lieutenant Carper. I turned the case over to the General Assign- 
ment Squad. 

Mr. Bauman. When you make a raid, Lieutenant—— 

The Cuatrman. You asked him if he had made a record. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to inquire into his general procedure. 

The CHatrman. Do you want him to answer your question before 
you proceed ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; I do. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I did not make any record in my memo- 
randum book. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it your standard procedure whenever you make a 
raid to make some written record of that raid for your own informa- 
tion and the refreshing of your own recollection in some book or 
paper? 

Lieutenant Carrer. If we are making a big raid; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I do not care whether it is big or small. If you are 
going out to arrest someone, or to make a raid, do you make any note 
or any written memorandum of that raid? I am talking generally, 
Lieutenant, in every case. 

Lieutenant Carrer. In this case I saw this man go in this apartment 
house. 

I knew it was Jim Yellow’s 
there. That is how I got in. 

Mr. Bauman. After the raid was over, and while you were on your 
way down to headquarters or wherever you went with this stolen 
stuff, did you make any written record of it? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you customarily every time you made an arrest 
or raid make a written record of the raid? 

Lieutenant Carrer. We have case reports? 

Mr. Bacman. Will you please answer that question the way I have 
asked it? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bacman. So that if you were called upon to testify with re- 
gard to a situation of that kind, perhaps 6 months or a year later, you 
would have no memorandum at all from which to refresh your recol- 
lection, is that right? 

Lieutenant Carper. We have our case report; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Aside from that you would have no individual memo- 
randum of your own? 
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Lieutenant Carrer. The case report shows all of that. 

Mr. Bauman. And you in this case had no interest in maintaining a 
record of the amount of property that you had turned in to the Police 
Department ¢ 

Lieutenant Carver. I did not turn it into the Police Department. 
I turned it over to another squad. 

Mr. Bauman. But I say you had no interest in this case in main- 
taining such a record for your own information ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you given a receipt at the time you turned 
it in¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, si 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the name of the officer to whom 
you turned it in? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that turned in? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Into Police Headquarters, General Assignment 
Squad. 

The Cuatrman. Did you transport the clothing in a truck or auto- 
mobile, or carry it in your arms? 

Lieutenant Carrer. It was a very small amount of clothing that 
this man was taking in there, and I followed in behind him. 

The Cuarrman. Did you carry it in your arms? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I carried it out in my arms. 

The CuarrMan. On your aes 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, si 

The Cuamman. You do not remember whether the clothing con- 
sisted of trousers, or fur coats? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall what it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Now in September 1949, did you learn that a quan- 
tity of narcotics was secreted in a room in the Dunbar Hotel ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. What dates? 

Mr. Bauman. September 1949. 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not have the record with me but I did 
recover a large amount of pure cocaine from a room in the Dunbar 
Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that on the basis of information furnished to 
you by the house detective ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was his name Jack Scott? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you Jim Yellow was going to be at the 
hotel at 4 o’clock that afternoon ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. He did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you why Jim Yellow was going to be 
there? 

Lieutenant Carrer. He said that Jim Yellow had been there and 
offered him $500 to let him go into that room. 

Mr. Bauman. At 4 o'clock you were there and Mr. Andrews of the 
Federal Bureau of Narcotics was there, too, is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Jim Yellow show up at 4 o’clock ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you arrest a man by the name of Jesse Jeffreys 
in connection with that ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. It was from his room at the Dunbar that you recov- 
ered this large quantity of narcotics, is that right ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir, it was from his aunt? s room. 

Mr. Bauman. But they were his narcotics, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. He claimed that, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been to any home occupied by Jim 
Yellow ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Other than that one on First Street when you raided 
it? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I was with Mr. Andrews when the place was 
raided on Girard Street the night of the raid. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the Mayfair? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not remember the name of it. 
Girard Street. I would not know the name of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you not just refer to the fact that he moved to 
the Mayfair? 

Lieutenant Carprr. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. What place did Jim Roberts live in to your knowl- 
edge? 

Lieutenant Carrer. To my knowledge, First Street and Girard 
Street. The only two places I know he has lived at are there. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him any other place ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I saw him in court several days. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever received any money from Jim Yellow 
whatsoever ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him out at the Washington 
Country Club? 

Lieutenant Carpsr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You are a member of the Washington Golf and Coun- 
try Club, are you not? 

‘Lieutenant Carrer. I am. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever indicate during the summer of 1951 
to Catfish Turner that narcotics cases involving some of his people 
were being developed by Federal Agents in the District of Columbia ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell any one other than an official of 
the Police Department that Chester Lawrence and Agent Stuart were 
working under cover? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Were those men working under cover? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Stuart was working under cover. 
with me. 

Mr. Bauman. How about Chester Lawrence? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Chester Lawrence was the informer from 
Baltimore. 

Mr. BauMan. Was he working under cover? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell anybody other than an official of 
the Police Department about that? 
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Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever received any money at any time or 
any place for any purpose from a man named Lawrence Washington ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Who? 

Mr. Bauman. Lawrence Washington, known as “Wash”? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Polly Brown? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. BauMAN. Joseph Walter Avis? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. John Frye ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You are familiar with every one of these people, 
are you not! 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Every one of them is a narcotics seller; is that cor- 
rect ? 

Lieutenant Carver. Yes, sir. I have arrested every one of them. 

Mr. Bauman. Bull Leach ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever gotten any money from Bull Leach? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. John Kennison? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mose Parker? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever borrowed any money from any of 
those people ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How about from Joseph Smith, alias Peter Rabbit? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Ernest Twyman ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Or Emanuel Broussard ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you the original of the questionnaire you 
submitted to this committee and ask you if that is the original copy 
submitted by you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Are the answers in that questionnaire true? 

Lieutenant Carper. Only to the best that [ could make that ques- 
tionnaire out. I am not a lawyer. I am no accountant. I made the 
questionnaire out the best that I could make it out. 

Mr. Bauman. You made it out to the best of your knowledge and 
understanding; is that right ? 

Lieutenant CARPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to call your attention to page 26 of the ques- 
tionnaire, which contains the statement of your financial condition. 
That is next to the last page, Lieutenant. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do the figures on that statement reflect the total 
assets and liabilities of both your wife and yourself? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I could not say, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Well, at the time you filled it out? 

Lieutenant Carrer. You mean the total assets ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Lieutenant Carrer. You mean 18,821? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Lieutenant Carrer. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to particularly call your attention to the fig- 
ures for cash on hand and cash anywhere else. I want to ask you if 
each figure is to the best of your knowledge—— 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The total? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes; to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Cash on hand and cash anywhere else possessed by 
both you and your wife on those days? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You and your wife maintain separate checking ac- 
counts in the Arlington Trust Co., at Arlington, Va.; is not that 
correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now with three exceptions, Lieutenant, every one 
of the 114 pay checks which you received from January 1, 1947, until 
October 1, 1951, a period of about 5 years—I say with three excep- 
tions every one of your pay checks has been deposited in your wife’s 
account; is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And also almost all of the ordinary expenses, with 
the exception of food, which is bought for cash, are paid by check 
drawn on Mrs. Carper’s checking account; is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, your wife does not deposit her salary check; she 
cashes it, does she not ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bacman. She uses this cash to pay for food and some other 
cash expenses; is that correct ! 

Lieutenant Carper. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. What other 

Lieutenant Carper. We use her check. 

Mr. Bauman. What other such expenses do you use her check to 
pay ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. We have used it to pay notes and pay different 
things. , 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in January of 1952 were you requested to turn 
over to the subcommittee staff all the canceled checks on your account 
as distinguished from Mrs. Carper’s in the Arlington Trust Co.? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I had no canceled checks. — 

Mr. Bauman. I say were you asked to turn over your canceled 
checks? : 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes; and I told you I had none. 

Mr. Bauman. You said you had destroyed all your canceled checks; 
is that right ? , : 

Lieutenant Carrer. AJ] that I had; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. So that when you were asked in January of 1952 
for your canceled checks you told us you had none; is that right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I did not have any. 
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Mr. Bauman. How soon after you get your checks back from the 


bank do you destroy them ? 


Lieutenant Carrer. My own personal account has been dormant. 


“I have $8.50, I think, in my checking account. I have not used it for 


I do not know how long. 

Mr. Bauman. It was not always that dormant, was it? How much 
time do you normally let go by before you destroy your canceled 
vouchers ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I could not say. I would not know. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you tear them up the day you get them ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you save them for a month? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Probably a month or two. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you save them for a year? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you save them for 6 months? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your best answer is that you save them for a month 


or two; is that right? 


Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you not interested in retaining any of these can- 
celed checks as receipts ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. There is always a record at the bank. 

Mr. Bauman. Don’t you feel that they should be retained for a rea- 
sonable period in case any Federal or State authority wants to see 


them? 


Lieutenant Carrer. I could not say exactly how long I keep them. 
Maybe I keep them a month or two, or 6 months, but I just do not 
know how long. 

Mr. Bauman. You just said you did not keep them 6 months. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No; probably 2 months. 

Mr. Bauman. Don’t you think that you should keep them for a rea- 
sonable period of time in case the Federal or State authorities wanted 
them ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Probably so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. That never occurred to you before now ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that right? 

Lieutenant Carper. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. We are agreed “that all of your pay checks are de- 
posited in your wife’s account; is that correct, with the exception of 
three ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. They are all deposited to her account. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it not a fact, Lieutenant Carper, that during the 
year 1948 you deposited in your own checking account a total of $2,735 
in cash ? | 

Lieutenant Carrer. That was borrowed money, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the money ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. I borrowed it from the banks. 

Mr. Bauman. What bank did you borrow it from? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I borrowed moncy from e\ rery bank in Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. Bauman. I understand that, and I happen to have the schedule 
of the loans that you have made. 
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During the year 1948, Lieutenant, the fact of the matter is that, 
according to the bank records, you did not borrow any money; that 
in 1947 you had borrowed $802 and in 1946 you had borrowed about 
$4,400. Is not that correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember when you borrowed the $4,400 in 
1946? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. That was to repay previous loans, was it not? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you borrowed $802.20 in 1947; right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Right. 

Mr. Bauman. Then in 1948 you did not borrow a penny; right; 
not 1 cent ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I could not be exact about that. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $2,735 that you put into the 
bank in cash in 1948? 

Lieutenant Carrrr. From money that was saved. 

Mr. Bauman. You just told me this morning it was borrowed. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Well, I had borrowed money. I do not know 
how much money I borrowed. I could not tell you a thing about it. 
I could not tell you how much I borrowed. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to know where you got the $2,735 in cash 
money which you deposited in your account in 1948. 

Lieutenant Carrer. At one time? 

Mr. Bauman. No; it was not at one time. It was throughout the 
year. Would you like me to read the dates on which you deposited it? 

Lieutenant Carper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 16—these are all 1948—you deposited 
&300, 

February 16, you deposited $225. 

On February 20, you deposited 

The Cuatrman. February 16, what amount? 

Mr. Bauman. $225. 

On March 3 you deposited $100. 

On March 23 you deposited $100. 

On April 16 you deposited $200. 

All these are in cash, Lieutenant. 

On June 15 you deposited $500. 

On August 18 you deposited $100. 

On August 19 you deposited $250, all in cash. 

On September 18 you deposited $300 in cash. 

On October 18, $260 in cash. 

On November 22, $100 in cash. 

And on December 21, $200 in cash. 

Does that refresh your recollection ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall it; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $2,735 I have just read off to 
you which you put in your account in cash? 

Lieutenant Carrrr. I have no idea where it came from, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the best answer you can give this committee? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I don’t recall it. 

I borrowed so much money since I was 19 years old, I have had so 
many notes, I could not tell you. It was borrowed money. 
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Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant, I just got through telling you and you 
agreed with me in effect th: at, to the best of your recollection, in 1948 
you did not borrow a penny. Is that right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Now let us move along to 1949. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Carper, the record before me shows that on 
January 16 you deposited $300 in cash; just a month from that date, 
on the 16th of February, you made an additional cash deposit of $225. 
On the 16th of April you deposited $200. 

On the 15th of June you deposited $500 in cash. 

On August 18 you deposited $100 in cash. 

On the follow: ng day, $250 more in cash. 

On September 13, $300; October 18, $260; November 22, $100; and 
December 21, $200. 

Lieutenant, does it not seem significant to you that these cash de- 
posits were regularly made, month after month, on or about the same 


day of the month from J: anuary to and through December without 


your knowing where or how you obtained the ec: ash with which to make 


them ? 


Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall them at all. 

The CnamMan. Does it not seem surprising to you that you could 
be so forgetful of such an important matter ? 

Lieutenant Carper. As I say, 1 borrowed so much money from the 
banks—— ° 

The Cuairman. Lieutenant, you have said under oath that you did 
not borrow any in 1948, and I suppose that you realize the danger of 
testifying to anything that is not true. 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is true. 

The Cuairman. You have said under oath that you did not borrow 
a cent during the year 1948. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Mr. Bauman said I did not borrow any. 

The Cnairman. And he asked you whether that was true and you 
said it was? 

Mr. Carrer. I could not—I do not know whether I did or not. 

The Cnairman. He asked you if it were not true that you had not 
borrowed any money during 1948 4 

I understood you to answer in the affirmative. 

The record shows that you did not borrow a cent in the year 1948. 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall. 

The Cuamman. Lieutenant, could it be possible that you regularly, 
month after month, borrowed from iaunohads from one hundred to 
five hundred dollars at intervals of approximately 30 days for an 
entire year without your being able to tell the committee from whom 
the loans, or some of the loans, were obtained ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have no recollection of it. 

The Cuairman. Is your recollection now conveniently serving you, 
or are you simply unwilling to tell the committee what the f facts in 
the case really are / 

Lieutenant Carper. It is not. 

The Cramman. You are not suffering from any mental affliction ? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

The Crairman. You have never had to be treated for any mental 
disorder of any kind, have you! 
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Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

The Cratrman. Lieutenant, can you not see that your utter inability 
to tell the committee where or how you obtained the substantial sums 
of money you deposited in 1948 is, to say the least, alarmingly suspi- 
cious ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not recall those deposits. 

The Cuamman. Lieutenant, I ignore the injunction of secrecy and 
frankly tell you that this committee has, in executive sessions, heard 
sworn evidence of payment after payment of cash made to you by 
dope peddlers for protection during the period about which we are 
inquiring. If you can explain these cash deposits, you, in my opinion, 
owe it to yourself and your family to do so at once. 

Lieutenant Carrer. May I say this to the committee: I have never 
been paid by any lies peddler. 

The Cuairman. Lieutenant, I believe that you will have to make 
a better explanation than you have so far offered in order to convince 
the committee that you are telling the truth. 

Senator Hunr. Lieutenant, in the year 1948 did you own any in- 
come property ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. Sir? 

Senator Hun. Did you own any property that afforded you a 
steady income on approximately the same dates each month in 1948? 

«Lieutenant Carrer. I could not recall; I could not tell you a thing. 
I have a one-seventh interest in a dairy farm. 

Senator Hunvr. Did you get a monthly return from that dairy 
farm ? 

Mr. Bauman. May I help the witness on that? 

Senator Hunr. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. You received $200 by check in January, you re- 
ceived $55 by check in March, and you received $400 by check in De- 
cember. Your total income from that farm that year was $655. 

The Cuarmman. From what are you reading? The witness’ ques- 
tionnaire / 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir. We have subpenaed the checks which were 
paid to this man \ from this farm. 

Senator Hunr. Do you have any recollection of those checks, Lieu- 
tenant ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have recollection of getting checks from the 
farm; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. May I interrupt one moment to clear up this matter? 

The $200 check about which I have testified was deposited in addi- 
tion to ‘the $309 cash payment in March. That would have nothing 
to do with that cash payment. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Carper, does your wife have any other regular 
monthly income that she could have turned to you and you in turn de- 
posited in cash ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. She has only her salary, sir. 

Senator Hunr. You have no other business except the dairy busi- 
ness you mentioned ? 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Senator Hun. Did you have any considerable amount of money 
loaned to other people who might have made regular monthly repay- 
ments to you at that time and, if so, who were they ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 
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Senator Hunt. Thank you. 

The CHamman. Proceed, Mr. Se 

Mr. Bauman. During the year 1949, Lieutenant, are you aware of 
the fact that the records of ace pant of the Arlington Trust Co. for that 
year showed that you deposited in your account the sum of $1,410 in 
cash ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir, I am not. 

Mr. Bauman. And lest you think that came hog loans, may I in- 
form you that in 1949 you borrowed a total of $525 and you repaid a 
total of $1,319. Now I want to know where the $1. 110 in cash came 
from that you put into your account in 1949. 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. That is only 2 years ago, Lieutenant. 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not have the record, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You do not deny that money was deposited in there, 
do you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I am not denying it; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You are not denying that the money that I have re- 
ferred to in 1948 was deposited in there, are you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I am not denying it. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, do I understand that you are telling the com- 
mittee that in a matter of 2 years you have no recollection of where 
$1,410 that you deposited in cash to your account in 1949 came from? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I do not. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bauman, it appears that those deposits were 
made not at one time, but on eight different occasions. ‘The first in 
1949 was for $150 and was made on the 21st of January, exactly a 
month after the Lieutenant had deposited $200 in cash in the same 
bank. On February 21, exactly a month later, he de ‘posited another 
$150; on March 19, he deposited $160; on April 22, $250; May 21, 
$200; June 20, $300; July 20, another $100; Se eid 18, $200 more. 

Lieutenant Carper, can you capris the chronological regularity 
with which these deposits were made? For example, your deposits 
in January, February, and May were made on the 21st day of the 
month; in June and July on the 20th of the Month; in March, April, 
and Se :ptember on the 19th, the 22d, and the 18th of the month, respec- 
tively. Could you have obtained the various sums of money thus 
deposited on or about the same day of the month from January through 
the following September without there having been some identity 
of the person or persons by whom the money was supplied you, or 
without your knowing some reason why it was supplied at these par- 
ticular times? 

Lieutenant Carper. I have no record of it, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You do not know how you happened to receive 
these numerous substantial sums of money on or about the same day 
of the month, or the name of the person or persons who supplied 
them ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have no recollection of those deposits. 

The CuarrMan. Regardless of your recollection, do you think that 
anyone could, in the absence of a definite understanding between you 
and him, have given you all these different deposits at about the same 
time each month until they aggregated thousands of dollars? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have no remembrance of it. 
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The Cuarmman. Do you not think that it is very remarkable that 
you do not remember it ? 

Lieutenant Carrrr. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator Hunr. Lieutenant, ‘do you buy and sell many stocks ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Sir? 

Senator Hunt. Do you buy or sell stocks ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Senator Hunt. Do you play the races 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Senator Hunt. Do you recall, did you happen to have at this tume 
in 1948 and 1949 an insurance policy mature that would pay you so 
much per month? 

Lieutenant ae ER. No, sir. 

Senator Hunr. I assume that you do not gamble? 

Lieutenant Ca arper. I play golf and play cards. 

Senator Hunt. You should not gamble on that. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you mean that you play golf and cards for 
money ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Very small winnings on cards. 

The CuarrMan. None of these deposits were made with money won 
by you in gambling, were they ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. I did not understand those deposits. 
Senator Hunt. My purpose was to assist you, if I could, to clear 
your memory as to this source of income. I have exhausted every 
avenue I have been able to think of to ascertain where this income 

might have come from. I thought perhaps I could help you. 

The Cuatman. If there is any explanation of all this, Lieutenant, 
consistent with your integrity, I am sure that every member of this 
committee wants to hear it. 

Lieutenant Carrer. J do not know. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bauman, if this witness’ memory is no better 
about the other transactions than about this one, I do not know why 
we should continue this examination. We might as well put on the 

testimony that was taken in executive session and let him come back 
afterward if he wants to, and answer to what they say. 

Mr. Bauman. There are one or two other areas I would like to 
explore. 

The CHatrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Lieutenant Carper, during the entire period 
about which we are talking—namely, from 1947 ‘through October 1, 
1951—your actual take- home pay together with that of your wife as 
well as your income from the farm or from any source varied between 
$6,400 and $7,300, is not that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I imagine it is; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In no one year did you and your wife have a com- 
bined take-home pay of more than $7,300; is that right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. No one would know but you and your wife, and Iam 

asking you, did you ever have a take-home pay of more than $7,300? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I would have to look it up. I would have to 
check on it. I would say that was about right. 

Mr: Bauman. If I tell you that the answer appearing in your ques- 
tionnaire is to that effect, would you say that is correct ? 
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Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you estimate is the amount of money you 
spend out of pocket every week, Lieutenant ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not spend a whole lot of money. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, what you estimate it to be? 

Lieutenant Carper. Only for lunches. Maybe $7 or $8. 

Mr. Bauman. $7 or $8 a week? Would you say that $15 would be 
a reasonable figure for out-of-pocket expense for you and your wife 
for a week? 

Lieutenant Carprr. Both of us? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Lieutenant Carver. Probably $15; ves, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What would be your best estimate aside from the 
amount of money—the amount of money.which you spent for enter- 
tainment during the last year, 1951, outside of the country club? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Very little. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your best figure / 

Lieutenant Carrer. For the whole year? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Probably $200. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you buy any clothes, other than those which are 
charged to your charge accounts / 

Lieutenant Carrer. 1 have bought clothes years ago at Raleigh 
Haberdashers. 

Mr. Bauman. In recent years? 

Lieutenant Carrer. In recent years, the last clothes I bought were 
at Garfinckel’s, paid for by check. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that? That was on your charge account ; 
was it not ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. It was on Mrs. Carper’s charge account. 

Mr. Bauman. Now in 1947 you and your wife had a total income 
of about $6,400, take-home pay. Now in 1947, Lieutenant, you man- 
aged to repay $2,000 more than you borrowed. In that year also you 
made payments on your home of $1,365. Also your department store 
charge accounts and those of your wife totaled $760. 

Lieutenant Carrer. Made how much payment on the home? 

Mr. Bauman. $1,365. 

Lieutenant Carper. I paid $38.75 a month. 

Mr. Bauman. The other $75 was the $75 a month you paid to your 
brother on a Joan that you made on the house; is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. You paid department store charge accounts totaling 
over $760. Your country club ill was over 5470. 

Lieutenant Carper. That was not ali mine. 

Mr. Bauman. Whose was it / 

Lieutenant Carrer. Different parties that friends would have there, 
hike a party for the office a couple of times, and promotions. My 
brother had a party there. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1947? 

Lieutenant Carper. I do not know what year it was. 

Mr. Bauman. They must have been pretty small parties because 
in the year 1947 the biggest bill you had in any one month was $35.64. 

Lieutenant Carper. It is not in that year then. 
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Mr. Bauman. So that in that year, at least, we are not concerned 
about any parties, right? 

Now, in addition to that you have automobile expenses of about 
$300; you have medical bills of — $270; and you paid Federal, 
State, and county taxes of about $2 

Now all those figures I h: ave rei ad ‘seid about $5,400. Is it your con- 
tention that the remaining nine-hundred-odd dollars that you had left 
was sufficient to pay for your food, which you yourself estimated in 
your questionnaire was $1,040? 

Lieutenant Carper. There could be a whole lot of mistakes in those 
questions, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to say to you, Lieutenant Carper—and I think 
the committee should know—that every one of these figures which I 
have read comes from either your own statements in your question- 
naire, which you have said on the stand are true to the best of your 
knowledge, or from the actual vouchers, invoices, and bills which 
this committee has subpenaed from department stores, country clubs, 
and every other source. I want to say to you that not one igure 
which I have read to you or shall read to you is fabricated. Each one 
of these comes from an actual bill, or from your own statement in 
the questionnaire. 

Is that clear, Lieutenant? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That is clear. 

The CuHarmman. The committee will now take a recess until 10 
o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12:01 p. m. the committee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Tuesday, March 18, 1952. 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TUESDAY, MARCH 18, 1952 


Unrrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Disrricr or CoLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND LAw ENrorcEMENT, 
Washington, DG. 

The subcommittee reconvened, at 10 a. m., (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 15, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.), in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator Mat- 
thew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely and Hunt. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; and Robert H. Mollohan, chief 
clerk to the full committee. 

The CHamman. The committee will be in order. Call your witness, 
Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Before I do that, sir, may I ask that Sergeant Taylor 
of the Narcotics Squad be excused for the rest of the day, if he is 
present. 

Inspector Lutz, I wonder if you would be good enough to ask Ser- 
geant Taylor to leave the building and tell him that he is not going 
to be required for the rest of the day. 

The first witness will be Lieutenant Carper. 

The CHairman,. Lieutenant, please take the stand. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF HIALMAR HASTINGS CARPER, 
LIEUTENANT, METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Lieutenant Carper. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen of the committee, 
before I am asked any questions today, I would like to make a state- 
ment and a request. I have been a sick man for a long time. After 
testifying yesterday I read in the newspapers some of the questions 
asked by you and the answer given by me. I also read some of the 
statements made by the chairman. 

I have attempted to answer the questions to the best of my recollec- 
tion. There seems to be some indications made by this committee that 
I was not properly answering the questions, but please believe that 
I was doing the best I could considering my state of health and my 
limited education. 

I now make this request of you because I have been il! and continue 
to be so, and further because I was not prepared to answer the details 
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covered by your questions yesterday. I would like to have a number 
of days for the purpose of investigating into the alleged deposits about 
which I was questioned in order to refresh my recollection of going 
over the substance of the questions with my w ‘ife or anyone else who 
can help in giving me an explanation. 

I believe this request to be a resonable one in view of my health 
and my lack of preparedness and my sincere desire to cooperate with 
the committee. 

[ fee] sure that after my personal investigations of the details about 
which I was questioned, I will be able to furnish this committee with 
the information it desires of me, and that the announced implications 
made against me will disappear. 

If I am not given the opportunity to investigate as requested, I am 
put in the position of not having any better recollection than I had 

yesterday. Thank you, gentlemen. 

ra Bauman. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard on that mnt. 

I should like to request the committee that Lieutenant Carper’s 
examination be concluded today and then to assure Lieutenant Carper 
that any financial information about which lie has been questioned 
that is in the committee files will be made available for use to him at 
the committee’s office. 

For instance, I have in mind that if it will assist Lieutenant Carper, 
I will be happy to make available to him for use in the office the photo- 
static copies of his checking account about which he has been ques- 
tioned as well as any other records subpenaed by the committee, but I do 
not request that Lieutenant Carper’s examination proceed to its conelu- 
sion and that he, after having this information made available to him, 
be permitted to return and make whatever explanation he feels his 
investigation indicates. 

The CuAirman. Lieutenant, counsel] for the committee informs me 
that he believes he can conclude his examination in 15 minutes. Do 
you think 15 minutes’ questioning would seriously injure your health ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I think Mr. Bauman has the report from his 
doctor. I have been a very sick man for the last 3 years. 

Mr. Bauman. The report is in the file at the office. We can have 
it brought over, but my recollection is—and correct me if I am wrong 
on this—that the doctor employed by the subcommittee’s staff, felt at 
the time that it would in no way impair Lieutenant Carper’s health 
to testify yesterday and today, is that correct ? 

Mr. Soromon. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. May the record indicate Mr. Solomon answered 
“Yes.” 

The Cuarrman. Lieutenant, are you now under the care of a phy- 
sician ? , 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who is your doctor ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. My family doctor is Dr. Palmer who said I 
shouldn’t appear before a month. My surgeon was Dr. Verbrycke 
who operated on me in 1941. 

The Cuarrman. How long have you been receiving treatment from 
these doctors ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. I was operated on in 1941 for an ulcer of the 
stomach. It appeared again in about 1945. I have been suffering 
with it ever since. 
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I have a new ulcer now which the X-ray showed at E mergency 
Hospital which I was instructed by Dr. Perry, the committee’s doctor, 
to go and be X-rayed. I have a very painful ulcer, new ulcer in my 
stomach. 

The Cuatrrman. When was that X-ray made? 

Lieutenant Carver. Last week. 

The Carman. On what day of the week ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I think it was Thursday, sir. 

The CuHarrman. When did you last see your doctor ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Sir? 

The Carman. When did you last see your doctor ? 

Lieutenant Carper. Dr. Perry wants me to be in his office Thursday 
morning of this week. 

The Carman. When did you last see your doctor ? 

Lieutenant Carper. I saw Dr. Perry at the Emergency Hospital I 
think it was Thursday afternoon or Friday afternoon. 

The Cuamman. The day the X-ray photograph was made? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir; he looked at the X-rays. 

The Cuarrman. Has he given you any additional prescriptions or 
any additional medicines since that time ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. When did he give you an additional prescription ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. He gave me a prescription when he came out to 
the house to see me. 

The Cuatrman. When was that? 

Lieutenant Carper. I think that was day before I went to the hos- 
pital. It was Wednesday I think he was out to see me and ordered 
me to go to the hospital to have X-rays. 

The Cuarrman. You misunderstood my question, Lieutenant. I 
asked you if your doctor had given you any additional prescription 
or any additional medicine since you had the last X-ray made. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I am taking the same medicine he pre- 
scribed for me. 

The Cuatrman. Then, so far as you know, nothing was disclosed 
by the X-ray photograph to indicate that any change in your previous 
treatment was nec cessary. 

Lieutenant Carrer. On a strict diet only; that’s all. 

The Cyarmman. I think, Lieutenant, that we will continue for a 
few minutes, and if you show any sign of illness the committee will 
excuse you and give you an opportunity to appear at a later date. Mr. 
Bauman, please proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time the committee adjourned yesterday, I was 
in the middle of questioning you about the year 1947, and had indi- 
cated that out of the $6,400 of take-home pay which you and your 
wife had had during that year, you were able to repay about $2,000 on 
loans more than you | borrowed, and in that year that you had also made 
payments on your home which totaled $1,365 including the repay- 
ments to your brother; that you paid department store charge accounts 
totaling over $760, country club expenses of over $470, automobile ex- 
penses of about $300, medical bills of $270, Federal, State, and local 
taxes of about $275, a total of $5,400, and 1 was just beginning to ask 
you, Lieutenant, whether it was your contention that the rem: ining 
$900-odd was sufficient for you to pay for your food which you esti- 
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mated in your questionnaire at $1,040, your laundry, contributions, 
insurance, utilities, painting, and repairs which totaled over $100, 
heating, domestic help to which you referred in your quesionnaire, 
venetian blind renovation of $50, and fur-coat remodeling of $45. 

Is it your contention that the $900 that you had left after payment 
of the expenses which I have enumerated was sufficient to cover those 
expenses to which I have just referred ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I am not in any condition to answer that now, 
Mr. Bauman. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now during the year 1948 while the total income 
available to you and your wife was a total of $6,722.98, you repaid 
about $1,850 in loans, is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I wouldn’t know, sir. I don’t have the figures. 

Mr. Bauman. And in addition to that, in this year you paid depart- 
ment store charge accounts of slightly over $900. Do you have a 
recollection of that, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Does the amount sound right to you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have no figures. 

Mr. Bauman. In that year, 1948, did you pay country-club expenses 
of over $450? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t say 
me. 

Mr. Bauman. In that year your car cost you over $600 to operate, 
did it not, because you put a new motor into it? 

Lieutenant Carper. I do not have the figures with me. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that refresh your recollection, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Does the figure of $600 now seem correct ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I put a new motor in a *40 Buick, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Does the figure of $600 seem about correct to you 
now ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. I do not have the figures. 
whether it was correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And you made improvements and repairs to your 
property totaling $314, is that right? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Bauman. In that year you again paid $1,865 toward the prin- 
cipal and interest on your mortgage, is that right ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn't say. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, that is something you ought to be able to 
answer, Lieutenant. 

Lieutenant Carrer. I know that I pay on my mortgage every month. 

Mr. Batman. And you know you paid your brother every month? 

Lieutenant Carrer. That’s right. That’s correct then; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Lieutenant, the total of the figures I have just 
read is almost exactly $6,000. Do you contend that the remaining 
$722.98 was enough to cover your food which you estimated for that 
year at $1,300, your laundry, your contributions, your Federal, State, 
and county taxes, your insurance, heating, medic al, utilities, domestic 
help, $110 bill for furniture reupholstering, and a season ticket to the 
Washington Redskins? Is that your contention, sir? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I do not have the figures. 
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Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I feel that these questions are not be- 
ing responsively answered, and I see no point to further wasting the 
time of the subcommittee in pursuing this line, which I am prepared 
to pursue further at this time. With permission of the Chair I shall 
desist from any further questions along this line which I had intended 
to ask, in the light of the witness’ answers. 

Do you have any bank accounts other than those which you enu- 
merated in your questionnaire 4 ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir; I do not, 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any safety deposit boxes ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I donot. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you maintain any large amounts of cash any- 
where? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I donot. 

Mr. Bauman. In the last 5 years have you had any bank accounts 
other than those which you listed in your questionnaire ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you like to have the questionnaire before you 
so that you can see it ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Arlington Trust Co. I would say is the only 
place that I have had a bank account in the last 5 years. 

Mr. Bauman. You understand that I am referring not “i to any 
bank accounts you may have had in the Washington, D. C., metro- 
politan area, including Washington and Maryl: ind, but i mean any- 
where. 

Lieutenant Carrer. I don’t recall any, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You would recall them perfectly well if you had them, 
wouldn’t you? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t remember back 5 years ago whether 
Thad a bank account or not. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever at any time had one outside of the 
State of Virginia? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Outside of the State of Virginia ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And the District of Columbia. Have you ever had 
one in the District of Columbia ‘ 

Lieutenant Carrer. Probably years ago. 

Mr. Bauman. How many years ago? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t recall it. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, more than 10 years ago? 

Lieutenant Carrer. I couldn’t answer that question correctly because 
1 would have to check and find out. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your best recollection, Lieutenant? 

Lieutenant Carrer. My best recollection, I would say “No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had a bank account in Maryland? 

Lieutenant Carrer. Maryland? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Lieutenant Carper. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. Is there any doubt in your mind about that, Lieu- 
tenant ¢ 

Lieutenant Carrer. I have had notes in Maryland. I don’t think 
I have had any bank accounts. 
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Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had a bank account in Baltimore? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had a bank account in any State of 
the Union other than those three about which I have just inquired ! 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Or the two, and the District of Columbia ? 

Lieutenant Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you know, of course, I mean whether such a bank 
account Was in your own name or the name of anybody else ¢ 

Lieutenant Carper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness at this 
time. 

The Cuatmrman. Senator Hunt, have you any questions / 

Senator Hunt. No. 

The CuHarrman. You may stand aside. 

Lieutenant Carper. May I be excused, sir? 

The Carman. For the time being, you are excused. 

Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant, I want again to indicate to you that if 
you want to see any of the financial records pertaining to yourself 
which this subcomittee staff has, I shall, with the permission of the 
committee, make them available to you for use at our office. 

Lieutenant Carrer. I am going to try and obtain those myself, 
Thank you very much. 

The CHatrrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. The next witness is on his way up. 
very short recess, please ¢ 

The CuHarrman. The committee will be in recess for 5 minutes. 

(After a brief recess, the subcommittee was again called to order.) 

Mr. Bauman. Will you please rise, Mr. Roberts, and be sworn. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you are 
about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I do. 


The CHarrMANn. Please be seated. 


May we have a 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES MILTON ROBERTS 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name, sir? 

Mr. Rozerrs. James Milton Roberts. 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if you could talk up just a little more 
loudly, Mr. Roberts. 

Mr. Rozerrs. James Milton Roberts. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you. Will you please keep your voice up, Mr. 
Roberts, in testifying so that all of us up here on the rostrum can 
hear you ¢ 

You are presently confined in the District of Columbia jail; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You were convicted in January of 1950 of the charge 
of selling narcotics? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. Please speak louder. 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Hunt. Mr. Roberts, pull the mike a little closer to you, 
will you, please ? 

Mr. Bauman. And from January 1950 until February 1952 you 
were out on appeal bond; is that correct ? 

Mr. Roserts. I was. 

Mr. Bauman. Your conviction was recently affirmed ? 

Mr. Roserts. It was. 

Mr. Bauman. And you are presently serving a sentence of 5 to 15 
years; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. ‘That is right. 

The CuHamman. Where? 

Mr. Bauman. You are presently incarcerated in the District jail; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You have two previous convictions of the narcotics 
law; is that correct? 

Mr. Roperts. I have. 

Mr. Bauman. One in New York City and the other in Washington, 
D.C.? 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And both of them were for violation of the Harrison 
Narcotic Act; is that right? 

Mr. Roperrs. They were. 

Mr. Bauman. You were sentenced on both of those to run con- 
currently since both of them occurred at or about the same time; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Roserrs. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you a user of narcotics ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I am not. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever used narcotics ? 

Mr. Roserrs. No, I haven't. 

Mr. Bauman. When were you released from the Federal institu- 
tion at Milan, Mich., on parole on your last conviction ? 

Mr. Roserrs. October the 4th, 1947. 

Mr. Bauman. At that time you were out on parole, were you not! 

Mr. Roserts. I was. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that parole due to expire? 

Mr. Roperts. In November of 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. You have been known for some time in and around 
Washington as Jim Yellow; is that correct ? 

Mr. Roserrs. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. After you were released from prison, did you return 
to Washington ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any business interests of any kind in 
and around Washington ? 

Mr. Roserts. I had a restaurant. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that restaurant located ? 

Mr. Ropertrs. At 1207 Seventh Street NW. 

The CHatrman. In the city of Washington ? 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C. ? 

Mr. Roserts. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. Your wife at that time had operated that restaurant. 


» while you were serving your sentence at Milan; is that right? 
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Mr. Roserts. She had. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of John Fry? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Roserts. We went to school together. 

Mr. Bauman. Is Fry a narcotics user ? 

Mr. Roserts. He is. 

Mr. Bauman. And is hea seller of narcotics? 

Mr. Roserrs. He is. 

Mr. Bauman. About a week after you returned to Washington from 
Milan, did you see Fry? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes: I did. He visited me. 

Mr. Bauman. And where did he visit you, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roserts. At my home. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that at that time, sir? 

Mr. Roperts. That is 50 R Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Roserts. Washington, D. C. 

Mr, Bauman. And did you and Fry have a conversation at that 
time? 

Mr. Roserts. We did. 

Mr. Bauman. Please tell the committee what that conversation was, 
and please try to keep your voice up as best you can. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he visited me and we talked and he told me that 
he had a good proposition. 

Mr. Bavaran. And did he tell you what this proposition was? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he said he had a green light. 

The Cuatrrman. He had what? 

Mr. Roserrs. A green light. 

Mr. Bauman. A green light to do what, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roperts. Well, to sell narcotics. 

The CHatrman. Where ? 

Mr. Bauman. The Chairman wants to know where. 

Mr. Roserts. In Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he explain any further why he was coming to see 
you, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he said that he knew I had some good connec- 
tions and he felt that I could benefit myself. 

Mr. Bauman. And did he tell you what the nature of his connections 
was? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he say to you about that? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he said that he had been doing business with 
the head of the Narcotics Division. 

Mr. Bauman. Of the Metropolitan Police Department of Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. Rogerts. The Metropolitan Police Department. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he name that man? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the name he gave you? 

Mr. Roserts. He said Lieutenant Carper. 

The CratrMan. Please speak so you can be heard. 

Mr. Roserts. Lieutenant Carper. 
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The Cuarrman. You speak all right for 3 or 4 answers and then 
you let your voice down again. 

Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant Carper did you say? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And did he suggest that you make some arrange- 
ment with Lieutenant Carper ? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, he did, but I told him that I wasn’t interested. 
I was going to take care of my business, and we talked about it. In 
fact I didn’t believe him. 

Mr. Bauman. Why didn’t you believe it, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roserts. Because I had never heard of it before. 

Mr. Bauman. Never heard of what / 

Mr. Roperrs. Any narcotics officer accepting a bribe or money, and 
I was skeptical about it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Fry indicate how you would be able to work if 
you made this deal ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, not at that time, but we talked about it, but I 
was still skeptical of it. It didn’t sound right to me. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you see Fry at the corner of Seventh and T 
Streets in Washington, D. C. some time thereafter ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it was around about between 10 days, about a 
week or 10 days. 

Mr. Bauman. And where did you see Fry at that time? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I was at the corner of Seventh and T Streets, 
and I had been talking to some friends of mine and he came by. 

Mr. Bauman. Fry did? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BatMan. Now, did he stop and talk to you ? 

Mr. Rorerts, Well, he stopped and talked with me. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you any previously arranged appointment with 
him ¢ 

Mr. Roserrs. No; we had no previous arrangement. 

Mr. Bauman. As you stood there and talked, did somebody else drive 
up and join | your conversation / 

Mr. Roserts. Well, we had been talking about 5 minutes, and he 
asked me what I thought about it and I told him I hadn’t done too 
much thinking about it, so it wasn’t too long after that a fellow 
drove up in his car. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was that fellow who drove up in his car? 

Mr. Roserts. Robert Williams; Bob we call him. 

Mr. Bauman. Robert Williams? 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. What is Robert Williams’ business or occupation, to 
the best of your knowledge ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. What was his reputation? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, he had the go-ahead sign. 

Mr. Bauman. The go-ahead sign to do what? 

Mr. Roserts. To operate. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you explain to the committee what the go-ahead 
sign means ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it meant that he was the head man at that time, 
and everybody that done any business would have to either do it 
through him or they didn’t do any business. 
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Mr. Bauman. Now to keep the record straight, when you talk 
about doing business, you are talking about selling narcotics, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Williams was the man with whom you had to make 
your arrangements or you couldn’t do business, is that right? 

Mr. Ropers. At that time he was the big man. 

Mr. Bauman. And what kind of arrangement are you talking 
about, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, you couldn’t operate unless you operated 
through him at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. You have told us that before Williams came up you 
had told Fry that you hadn’t done too much thinking about it. 

Mr. Roperrs. Well, I hadn’t, because I didn’t believe him, to be 
frank with you. It just didn’t sound right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Fry say anything to you at that time ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he said that Bob would verify it, which he 
did. 

Mr. Bauman. When you say that Bob would verify it and he 
did 

Mr. Rozerts. He did. 

Mr. Bauman. You are talking about the fact that Bob Williams 
verified the fact that if you made the proper arrangements, you 
could sell narcotics in the city of Washington without any risk, 
is that right? 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the expression that Fry used when 
he was talking about how you could operate if you made these ar- 
rangements ¢ 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, he didn’t have any particular expression. It’s 
more confidential a look. In other words, he looked like he knew 
what he was talking about ?, 

Mr. Bauman. What I meant was, did he tell you you could oper- 
ate with immunity ? 

Mr. Rosertrs. With immunity, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that his language to the best of your recollection ? 

Mr. Roperts. Well, he probably didn’t use that word, but words 
to that effect. 

Mr. Bauman. During the course of that conversation, did Wil- 
liams tell you about a meeting that was to be held ? 

Mr. Roperrs. Well, yes, they were going to have a meeting at the 
Dunbar Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you the purpose of the meeting? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, yes, to set prices and so forth. It was a busi- 
ness meeting. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you who was going to attend the meeting? 

Mr. Rorzerts. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Bauman. Please speak up a little and tell the committee who 
he said was going to attend the meeting. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he said there would be Sammy, a fellow named 
“Cat” and a fellow named Coates and Parker. 

Mr. Bauman. By “Sammy” you mean a narcotics seller whose nick- 
name is Black Sammy ? 
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Mr. Roserts. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. And by “Catfish” you mean Randolph Turner ? 

Mr. Roverts. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. And by “Parker” you mean—— 

Mr. Roserts. Moses Parker. 

Mr. Bauman. And by “Coates” you mean William Coates, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Roserts. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. And I believe you just said the purpose of the meet- 
ing was to arrange for the prices at which narcotics were to be sold 
in Washington; is that right? 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

(At this point a flash occurred; discussion was had outside the 
record. ) 

Mr. Bauman. I will ask the photographers to refrain from that 
type of mistake. 

The Cuarrman. Was a photograph taken ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; it was. 

The CnarrmMan, Officer, get that picture that was taken in violation 
of the committee’s rules. 

Mr. BaumMAN. Now those names that I have read, Randolph Turner, 
Sammy, Moses Parker, and Willie Coates as well as Bob Williams 
and Fry were all narcotics sellers; is that right? 

Mr. Roserts. They were dealing, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. In narcotics? 

Mr. Ropers. In narcotics. 

Mr. Bauman. You understood the purpose of the meeting was to 
‘range for the prices of narcotics, right ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. And to not let anybody else muscle in. 

Mr. Bauman. When for the next time did you see Fry again? 
Mr. Roserts. Well, that was on a week end. I saw him several days 
later. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him at that time? 

Mr. Roperts. He visited me again in my home. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that at T07 First Street NW., in Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr. Roperts. No; 50 R Street NE. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with Fry at that time? 

Mr. Roserrs. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Now please speake up and tell the committee what 
your conversation with Fry was on that occasion. 

Mr. Roperts. Well, on that occasion he asked me again what I had 
in mind and I told him practically the same thing, because I didn’t 
attend the meeting. I didn’t go. So when he found out I really 
disbelieved it, why he made a telephone call. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you who he was going to call? 

Mr. Roserts. He told me; yes. He told me who he was going to call. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was it? 

Mr. Roserts. He said he would call the lieutenant. 

The Cuamman. Which lheutenant? 

Mr. Roserrs. Lieutenant Carper. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Roberts, our record must speak for itself. 
When you testify about a city official please state his name. 


~ 
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Mr. Roserrs. All right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he call an individual from your home ? 

Mr. Ronerts. Yes; he made a call from my home and he told him 
that he had the information; that was the code word we used. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, you say when he used the expression and later 
you used the expression 

Mr. Rosertrs. That was the first time I heard it and I used it 
after that. 

Mr. Bauman. The expression was that he had the information or 
you had some information ‘ 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. That was a code word 
Lieutenant Carper ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Yes; after that. 

Mr. Bauman. And what did it mean ? 

Mr. Rozerrs. Well, it meant after I had begun to use it, it meant 
that I had the money, but at the time that he used it, he meant he had 
contacted me. 

Mr. Bauman. After he spoke to him for a moment, did he put 
you on the phone? 

Mr. Roserrs. Yes; I talked to him. 

Mr. Bauman. At that time you did not recognize Lieutenant 
Carper’s voice; is that correct 

Mr. Roperts. I had never saw him and I didn’t recognize his voice 
then because I had never seen him before. 

Mr. Bauman. As a result of talking to him many, many times 
thereafter, however, is there any question in your mind about whose 
voice that was that day on the telephone / 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, no. He has an unusual voice and it wasn’t 
any mistake about it. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you since come to be able to identify the voice 
on the telephone that day ? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, I can. 

Mr. Bauman. Whose voice was it ? 

Mr. Roserrs. Lieutenant Carper’s 

Mr. Batman. What was the conversation that you and Lieutenant 
Carper had on the telephone ? 

Mr. Roperrs. Well, he asked me would I mind—but he wouldn't 
discuss anything of importance over the telephone, so we made arrange- 
ments to have a meeting, and I told him not to come to my mother’s 
home because I didn’t think that was proper, so I told him where 
to meet me at. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you arrange with him where you wanted him 
to meet you‘ 

Mr. Rozerts. Well, I arranged that, yes sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that? 

Mr. Ropers. That was 707 First Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Roserts. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Baum: in. Now just to keep the record clear, any addresses 
that you give from now on will be Washington, D. C., unless we specify 
to the contrary, is that correct ? 

Mr. Roperrs. That is right. 
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Mr. Bauman. About a week after that telephone conversation, 
Carper came to see you at 707 First Street NW., right 

Mr. Rozerts. He did. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell us how that meeting was arranged ? 

Mr. Rozerrs. Well, we had made the arrangements before on the 
te lephone and I told him—he said he would see me, it was about maybe 
7 or 8 days after that. It wasn’t too long. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Roberts, did Lieutenant Carper meet you on 
the occasion of which you are now speaking in pursuance of the 
arrangements that you and he made by telephone? 

Mr. “Ros serts. He did. 

Mr. Bauman. When he came to your premises, when he came to 

these premises did you and Carper have a conversation ¢ 

Mr. Roperrs. Well, we stood in the hall and talked. 

Mr. Bauman. What was that conversation / 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, he told me—just before that I had inquired 
around and found out that things could be O. K. and a fellow brought 
me some samples from New York and I gave them to a friend. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me just clarify the record on that. You had 
inquired around and found that things could be O. K. / 

Mr. Roperrs. They could be arranged, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. By that you meant that arrangements could be made 
with Lieutenant Carper or the Police Department to sell narcotics 


’ without being arrested ? 


Mr. Roserrs. Not the Police Department, just with he and his 
associate. 

Mr. Bauman. He and his associate ? 

Mr. Roserrs. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was his associate ? 

Mr. Rosnerr. That was Detective Sergeant Taylor. 

Mr. Bauman. Detective Sergeant Taylor ? 

Mr. Ronerrs. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now then, you say you got some samples from New 
York, is that right ? 

Mr. Roserts. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And by “samples” I take it you mean a small ship- 
ment of narcotic drugs ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Including heroin ? 

Mr. Ropnerts. Heroin it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Was there any cocaine in that small shipment? 

Mr. Roserrs. Not at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Was there any pure heroin or was it all glue? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it was cut, or glue. 

Mr. Bauman. You say also that you gave some of that heroin to 
‘somebody, is that right ? 

Mr. Roserts. I did. 
| Mr. Bauman. To whom did you give that heroin ? 
| Mr. Roserts. I gave it to a fellow they call Leach, Bull Leach. 
Mr. Bauman. Bull Leach, is that right? 
Mr. Roserrs. I did. 
Mr. Bauman. When Carper came to your house or came to this 
jest: iblishment at 707 and you were talking to Carper in the hall, did 
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Carper say anything to you about having given that stuff to Bull 
Leach ? 

Mr. Roeerts. Well, he didn’t exactly name the person, but he said 
that he could get a buy on me, and if T had to go to court on it, you 
know, a qualified officer’s word would be taken in place of mine, on 
which I had a record, and I realized that, so he seemed a little dis- 


turbed about it. so he fined me for it. 


Mr. Bauman. He fined you for it?) What do you mean by that, Mr. 
Roberts ? 
Mr. Rovers. Well, he told me it would cost me $300, but I didn’t 


I had $280 and so I gave him that and he ac cepted it. 
280, did he outline the cir- 


have the $300. 

Mr. Bauman. Before you gave him the $ 
cumstances ¢ 

Mr. Rorerts. Well, he outlined before then. He said that he 
couldn’t possibly use a man unless he had been proven or had a record. 
He wouldn’t just accept a person that, you know, that hadn’t been 
away or something of that sort, or words to that effect. 

Mr. Bauman. When he talked about your giving these narcotics 
to Leach, what did he say about that ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he seemed to think I was putting something over 
on him. 


Mr. Bauman. What was his conversation? What did he say about 
that? 
Mr. Roperrs. Well, he said that he already had a sale on me which 


it was impossible because he couldn’t have seen me give it to him. 


Mr. Bauman. Did he name the individual to whom you had given 
it ? 
Mr. Rorerrs. He said Bull. He didn’t call his name but I knew 


who he meant, because he was the only one I had given it to. 


Mr. Bauman. Did he say anything ‘else to you during this conver- 
sation ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he asked me could I get any shipment wort! 
while. and I told him I could, so he told me to let him know whe 
| vot it in, and I told him I would. 

Mr. Bauman. Was there any discussion at that time about money 

Mr. Roperrs. Well, at that time, no. We hadn’t made any price 


agreement. 

Mr. BauMAN. Suppose you tell us the rest of the conversation as 
it took place, to the best of your recollection. 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, it wasn’t any too much of a conversation. Thi 
girl was in the other room ironing and she could look into the hall, 
and it wasn’t too long. It was about a 5-minute conversation. 

He outlined to me wh at should be done or what I could do, and I 
told him what I could do. So he made arrangements when I got the 
stuff to let him know, and I told him Id eall him. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened after that? 


Mr. Roserrs. Well, I went away after that. 
Mr. Bauman. What was that? 
Mr. Roserts. T went away. I madea trip, and when I came back | 


called him the evening I got back in town, but he couldn’t see me that 
evening. 
I called him home first and they told me that he wasn’t there but 
I could reach him at roll call at a quarter of 3, so sure enough I called 
at a quarter of 3 and he made arrangements to meet me. 
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ull | Senator Hunr. Mr. Roberts, who made arrangements to meet you ? 

>» Mr. Roserrs. Lieutenant Carper made arrangements to meet me, 
rid 4 but he said he couldn’t meet me that day. He would meet me the 
ou | next morning. So the next morning when he came, why he said he’d 
on + be there in the morning so he came about between 9 and 12; it was 
lis- § before 12 o'clock, around 9 or 10 o'clock. 

| The Crarrman. Mr. Roberts, you have said that you made a trip. 
Mr. Mr. Roserts. I did. 

» The CuatrmMan. And you called Lieutenant Carper after you 
In’t | returned with a supply of narcotics / 


}it. 9 Mr. Roserrs. I did. I brought _ back; yes. And then I got 
cir- | in touch with with him that evening. I didn’t get in touch with him 


' the first time I called, but I got in touch when ‘T called headquarters 
he 4 and he told me he couldn’t see me that evening. He would meet me 
ord. 4% the next morning. ; 


eel The Cuairman. Did you indicate to him at that time for what 
purpose you wanted to see him ? 
tics § Mr. Roperrs. We had already made arrangements for that and 
then I told him I had the information. 
ver | The CHarmman. What was the meaning of the word “information” 
> as used by you on that occasion ¢ 
yout | Mr. Roperts. I had the goods. 
> The Cuarrman. You meant that you had the drugs or that you 
iich_ ~~) had money with which to pay for them? 
) Mr. Roserrs. No; there hadn’t been a price arrangement made 


iven | atthat time. We didn’t make that until later. 
>} The Cuarrman. The word “information” meant that you had 
new | supply of narcotics? 
Mr. Roperrs. That is right. 


ver- The CuarrmMan. And were ready to dispose of them ? 
Mr. Roserrs. That is'right. 
orth Mr. Bauman. You have said you made a trip. Where did you go? 
then 4% Mr. Ropers. I went to New York; New York City, N. Y. 
Mr. Bauman. And who did you see in New York ¢ 
ey ! Mr. Roserts. I contacted some people I knew there. 
rice Mr. Bauman. And how much narcotics did you get ? 
Mr. Roserts. I got 224 pieces. 
n as Mr. Bauman. What isa piece, Mr. Roberts 4 
Mr. Roserrs. Ounce. 
The Mr. Bauman. Two hundred and twenty-four ounces ! 
hall, Mr. Roperts. Yes. 
Mr. Bauman. Of what? 
nd I Mr. Roserts. I got 200 ounces of “glue,” 24 ounces of pure and 5 
, the ounces of cocaine. 


| Mr. Bauman. Twenty-four ounces of pure. You mean pure heroin ; 
Sis that right? 
: Mr. Ropertrs. Twenty-four ounces of pure heroin and 200 ounces 
p of cut. 

ck I Mr. Bauman. And 5 ounces of cocaine? 


that Mr. Roserts. Cocaine. 

Mr. Roperts. Twenty-four ounces of pure heroin and 200 ounces 
» but of cut. 
alled Mr. Bauman. What was all that stuff worth ? 
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Mr. Roserts. Well, it was approximately about $10,000; maybe a 
little better. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Roberts, how did you know the ingredients of 
what you were purchasing? How did you know you were , purch: ising 
pure heroin ? 

Mr. Rozerts. Well, it’s what they call pure. 

Senator Hunt. Was there anybody with you who was capable of 

taking a shot and then advising you whether or not you were getting 
the pure heroin? 

Mr. Roserts. No. 

Senator Hunt. You took the word of this wholesaler? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I didn’t have to take his word. I got it on 
credit, so if it wasn’t any good, he wouldn't have gotten any money. 

Senator Hunt. Might I ‘ask you, did you have any security of any 
kind? 

Mr. Roserts. Only my word. 

Senator Hunr. How did this wholesaler know about you that he 
placed so much confidence in you that he would give you $10,000 worth 
of dope without security ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I know his brother and I also knew him. 

Senator Hunr. Where did you meet his brother / ‘ 

Mr. Roserts. I met his brother in Milan, but I knew him before. 
1 had been introduced to him in *43; about ’42. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the name of the man you bought 
this shipment of narcotics from on credit ? 

Mr. Roserrs. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. What was it, please? 


Mr. Roserts. Well, we call him Iggie. His name was D’Ercole. 

Mr. Bauman. D-’-E-r-c-o-l-e? 

Mr. Roserts. D’Ercole. 

Mr. Bauman. He has since died, hasn’t he? 

Mr. Roserts. He has died, but his brother is still living. 

Mr. Bauman. Before we come to that, how were these narcotics 
packed ¢ 

Mr. Roserrs. They were in cellophane double bags. 

Mr. BaumMAN. One cellophane bag inserted in the other ? 

Mr. Roserrs. In the other for protection ; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. How did you bring it back to W ashington ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I brought it back in a suitcase. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you fly back? 

Mr. Rozerrs. No; I came on the train. 

Mr. Bauman. I think you testified that you contacted Lieutenant 


Carper at headquarters; is that right, at his office ? 

Mr. Ropverts. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you make arrangements to meet him any- 
where ? 

. > rT pre ,” n ’ . “te ‘ ’ T 

Mr. Roserrs. I made arrangements to meet him on First Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. When? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, I wanted to see him that evening, but he made 
arrangements to see me the next mor ning. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you give us the approximate date on which 
this has happened ? 


Mr. Rorerts. Well, yes: it was the 17th of November. 
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Mr. Bauman. 1947? . 
Mr. Roperts. 1947. 
Mr. Bauman. When you say you made arrangements to see him on 
First Street, where on First Street did you arrange to see him? 
Mr. Roserts. 707, apartment 3, NW., “Washington, D. C. 
Mr. Bauman. I think you also said that sometime before noon on 
the following day he came to this apartment; is that right? 
Mr. Roserrs. ‘He did. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you talk to him in a hall? 
Mr. Roperts. No. I talked to him in the hall before I went to 
New York. 
Mr. Bauman. Where did you talk to him on this occasion ? 
Mr. Roperts. Well, when he knocked I knew who it was. In fact, 
I asked who it was, and he identified himself. Then he came in. 
Mr. Bauman. At that time, Mr. Roberts, you were living with a 
lady who later became your wife; is that right? 
Mr. Roperrs. I was. 
Mr. Bauman. Where was she at the time Lieutenant Carper came 
in? 
Mr. Roserts. She was in the bedroom. She was in bed. 
Mr. Bauman. What happened when Lieutenant Carper came in 
on that occasion ? 
/ Mr. Roserrs. Well, he came in, and I walked through the hall, and 
| he followed me to the door, and I went to the bed and got the stuff out. 
Then we went into an adjoining room, adjoining bedroom, but I was 
kind of scared about it, because I said, “Well, if he’s going to arrest 
me, he’s got me now.” But when I opened the suitcase, why, he was 
tickled to death. 
» Mr. Bauman. Continue, Mr. Roberts. 
Mr. Roserrs. And then I told him what I had. In fact, 1 showed 
' him what I had, so he made arrangements to meet me that evening, 
and he said he would bring his partner with him. 
So we made arrangements to meet at New Jersey and Massachusetts 
» Avenue. So he told me—I asked him what it was going to cost me, 
so he said it would cost me $500 a month then. So I didn’t have the 
money, so I had to borrow it. So I made arrangements, and borrowed 
the money, and I met him around dusk in the evening. It was about 
' between 5 and 6 o’clock. 
Mr. Bauman. That same evening? 
Mr. Roserts. The same evening. 
Senator Hunt. Mr. Roberts, will you tell us from whom you bor- 
rowed the money ? 
Mr. Roserts. I borrowed it from a girl friend I knew. 
Senator Hunt. Do you want to give us her name? 
| Mr. Roserts. I would rather not. 
+» Senator Hunr. Did Lieutenant Carper know you were going to 
New York to get some goods ? ¢ 
Mr. Roperts. I told him. 
Senator Hunt. Did he know how you were returning? Did he 
= know you were coming back by train? 
i Mr. Roserts. I didn’t tell him that. 
» Mr. Bauman. I believe you have testified that the arrangements 
were made for the payment of $500 a month; is that right ? 


bale ends 6 


3 











504 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. When was the first payment to be made? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I made the first payment that evening, but we 
made arrangements after I met him that evening for the first of each 
month, but “they let me skip December and I didn’t make my first 
payment ’til January. 

Mr. Bauman. You met him this same night that you showed him 
the narcotics; right? 

Mr. Roserts. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee where you met him and what 
happened when you met him there. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he told me when I met him to always get ; 
newspaper and put the money in the newspaper, because he said th: at 
people don’t pay any attention to a man strolling with a newspaper. 
So I did. I got me a paper and I put the money in, and when [| 
went up the street, why he called me and I walked over to the car. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was in the car at the time? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, there was Detective 
Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who was driving the car? 

Mr. Roserts. Weil, Lieutenant Carper was sitting on my side so 
that made Lieutenant Taylor driving. He was driving the car. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell us what happened at that time. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, they had an ax in the back of the car and they 
said they had just cracked a joint. 

Mr. Bauman. They had just cracked a joint; is that what you said! 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. They had just, you know, cut the door down. 
They raided the place that evening. 

Mr. Bauman. What else happened ? 


Sergeant Taylor and 


Mr. Roserts. Well, I had my newspaper and money, so he told me | 


to drop it on the floor. 

Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Roserts. And I did. 

Senator Hunt. On the floor of what? 

Mr. Roserts. On the floor of the squad car. 

Senator Hunt. Would you explain to the committee what position 
you were in when you dropped the newspaper on the floor of the car. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it wasn’t any particular position. I just walked 
to the window and we were talking. I had my newspaper in my hand 
and I just dropped it. He said, “Drop it on the floor.’ 

Senator Hunt. You just leaned against the window ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. I leaned in the window. 

Senator Hunr. And you dropped the newspaper on the floor of the 
car and the newspaper had the $500 in it? 

Mr. Roserts. It had the 500 in it. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember what denomination those bills 
were? 

Mr. Ropzerts. Well, there wasn’t anything larger than a 20. 

Mr. Bauman. About how often after this did you receive ship- 
ments of narcotics? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, at that time I was just going into business and 


T had to work my business up, but after that about 3 or 4 months after 


that, about every 10 days. 





CRIMI 


M r. Bau 


- times a Mo: 


Mr. Roz 
Mr. Bau 
value of th 
Mr. Ros 
Mr. Bat 
approxima 
Mr. Ros 
there is a le 
Mr. Bau 
other expe 


right 
Ror 


Mr. 
Mr. Bat 
about $60, 
Mr. Ror 
Mr. Bat 

Roberts ? 
Mr. Ror 
Senator 

Roberts. 
Mr. Ror 

they woul 

never was 
happen if 
hours why 
let we kno 
Mr. Bat 
Mr. Rot 
Senator 
deliver th 
Mr. Ror 
it to me. 

I would b 
Senator 
Mr. Ro 
Senator 

first shipn 
Mr. Roi 
Senator 
Mr. Roi 
Mr. Ba 

something 
Mr. Ry )] 

s Mr. Ba 
) what hap 
Mr. Ror 
Sin fact, w 
; formers, a 


® Mr. Ba 
§ Mr. Ro 
; Mr. Ba 





ut we 
each 
’ first 


| him 


what 
get a 
| that 
aper, 
hen | 
r. 


and 
de so 


| they 


said? 


lown. 
; 


ld me 


sition 
e car, 
alked 


hand 


ship- 


3S and 


after 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 505 


Mr. Bauman. You would say you would receive them about three 
times a month, then; is that right ? 

Mr. Roperts. Approximately. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you give the committee any idea of the gross 
yalue of those shipments, I mean what you paid for them? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it varied, but as a rule about $10,000. 

Mr. Bauman. What would the $10,000 worth of narcotics sell for 
approximately ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, you figured to double your money, but I mean 
there is a lot of loss and so forth. Probably make about half of it. 

Mr. Bauman. The selling price, however, before your overhead and 
other expenses would have been about double what you paid for it, 
right 

Mr. Rogerts. Approximately. 

Mr. Bauman. Now that would have meant that you were selling 
about $60,000 worth of narcotics a month, is that right? 

Mr. Roserts. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. How did this stuff come down from New York, Mr. 
Roberts ? 

Mr. Roserts. It generally came by plane. 

Senator Hunt. Go ahead and tell us how you would receive it, Mr. 
Roberts. 

Mr. Roperts. Well, what I would do was make arrangements and 
they would say, “Well, I will see you in a couple of days.” There 
never was any specific time because then anything probably could 
happen if you said, “I'll be there at 2,” and so forth. So within 48 
hours why they would bring it to me. Then they would contact me, 
let we know they were in town. 

Mr. Bauman. Go ahead, Mr. Roberts. 

Mr. Rogerrs. Well, that was all there was to that. 

Senator Hunt. Will you tell us the details of it. Where did they 
deliver the dope to you ¢ 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, they would deliver it to me if I got it or bring 
ittome. 1 could go to the airport and pick it up or tell them where 
I would be and they would meet me there. 

Senator Hunr. And would you pay them in cash ? 

Mr. Roserrs. Yes. 

Senator Hunr. And each time did you make the payment on the 
first shipment which you got on the cuff ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I had to. 

Senator Hunt. Did you finally clear up that first obligation ? 

Mr. Roperts. I finally cleared it up. 

Mr. Bauman. While we are talking about these deliveries, did 


something happen in the summer of 1948? 


Mr. Rogerts. Well, yes. It was a little hot. 
Mr. Bauman. What do you mean by that? Tell the committee 


what happened at that time. 


tin 


; 


Xd aie 


_ Mr. Roserts. Well, at that time the heat was on. It was a lot of— 
in fact, what I understood was some people in town working as in- 
formers, and he told me to take it easy for a while. 

Mr. Bauman. Who told you to take it easy ? 

Mr. Roserts. Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened than? 
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Mr. Roserts. Well, I told him that I had already made arrange. 
ments for a shipment, and I couldn’t hold it up then because I didn’t 
know, you know, how to get back in touch with the people that quick, 
that fast. 

So he told me to let him know when it came in, and I let him know 
when it came in and I gave him $9,500 and he picked it up for me, 
He said that it wasn’t any risk to him because nobody would suspicion 
him. 

The CHamman. You mean that Lieutenant Carper picked up this 
shipment of narcotics for you? 

Mr. Roserts. He picked it up for me, yes, at that time, but that 
was only once. 

Senator Hunt. Where did he pick it up? 

Mr. Roserts. He went to the airport in Virginia to pick it up for me. 

The Cuarrman. Where did he deliver it to you? 

Mr. Roserts. He brought it to 744 Girard. 

The CHarrman. What was it in? 

Mr. Roserts. In an ordinary box, a suit box. 

The CHairman. A suitcase? 

Mr. Roperts. No, it wasn’t. It was in a wrapped package, a box 
like you buy a suit and they put it in a box, just an ordinary box. 

Mr. Bauman. You have made some reference, Mr. Roberts, to the 
payments that you made and the arrangements you had. Tell the 
committee all about that, please. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, in the beginning we arranged for 500 a month, 
but after about 6 or 7 months—I can’t be too exact about it—he upped 
it another 500. He said business was good enough to give him a thou. 
sand from then on. 

Mr. Bauman, $1,000 a month? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. 

Senator Hunt. What time of the month did you generally give him 
that money ? 

Mr. Roszerts. On the first. If I didn’t have it all, why he wouldn't 
accept it unless I had the amount. He would say, “Well, wait 2 or 
3 days,” and then I would make it up and give it to him. 

Senator Hunt. Would you say that happened rather consecutively 
over several months? 

Mr. Roserts. It did. 

Senator Hunt. And generally around the 1st of the month? 

Mr. Roperts. Around the first. The first was the meeting date that 
we made for payments on the 1st of the month. 

Senator Hunt. What do you think was the lieutenant’s point in 
picking up the shipment himself? Why did he do that? 

Mr. Roperts, Well, he explained to me that nobody would ever 
suspect him of it. He was the logical person, and I imagine if they 
had picked him up he could say he confiscated it. 

Senator Hunt. Was there some thinking that if you went out and 
picked it up, that you might get picked up? 

Mr. Roserts. It was a possibility. 

Senator Hunt. You say the heat wason. From what angle? From 
Federal narcotic agents or from some other policemen ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it seems I guess probably Mr. Anslinger’s office. 
I don’t have any idea, but I know it was a little warm at that time. 
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Mr. Bauman. The committee has heard some testimony to the effect 
that Lieutenant Carper during the years 1948 and 1949 made cash 
deposits in his bank account each and every month during the year 
1948, and from January through July of 1949. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I don’t aon anything about that. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you making your regular monthly payments 
during that period ? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the period in which you made the pay- 
ments about which you are now testifying ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I made my payments, I tried to get them on 
the first if possible but sometimes, like I explained, I ran over 2 or 3 
days. 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t mean that. I mean between what months and 
what years did you make your payments? 

Mr. Rozerts. Well, I made a payment from January 1948—I mean 
January 1948 until October of 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. When you were arrested; is that correct ? 

Mr. Roserts. When I was arrested. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee where you met Lieu- 
tenant Carper on these occasions 4 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I would always designate a spot, and I met 
him at his country club on several occasions and I met him in front 
of my house a couple of times, but my wife, she came to the door sev- 
eral times. He didn’t like that too much. 

So I met him on Girard Street, Sherman Avenue, and then I met 
him several times on Wisconsin Avenue and Columbia Road. It’s a 
large sort of a residential section out there, quiet. It’s a large stone 
wall. It’s the top of a long grade as the streetcar goes up, right at the 
top of the hill. I think it’s Columbia Road. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the name of that country club, do you 
know ? 

Mr. Roserts. Washington Golf and Country Club. 

Mr. Bauman. Where is it? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it’s in Virginia. You go across Chain Bridge 
and I guess it’s about maybe a mile, a couple of miles from Chain 
Bridge. I never gaged the distance. I just knew which way to go 


-and go on out there. 


The Cuatrrman. Mr. Roberts, do you remember in what month you 
made your first payment to Lieutenant Carper ? 
Mr. Roverts. It was November 1947, but I didn’t make another 


/payment until January of 1948, because they skipped December. 


The Carman. Do you remember when you made your final pay- 


ment to him ? 


Mr. Roserrs. Well, I made my last and final payment in October 


pof 1949, and I was arrested on the 9th, which I didn’t think was so 
* 00d 
os . 


3 






The Cuamrman. Did you make a payment to him approximately 


every month ? 


Mr. Rorerrs. I did. 

The Cuatrman. From the 1st of January 1948 till October 1949? 

Mr. Rogerts. ei I did. 

Senator Hunt. Did they ever ask you for any additional money 
p throughout the ian after you had made the original payment? 
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Mr. Roserrs. Well, yes; I was shook down two or three times , 
month. Then they had birthdays two or three times a year. 

Senator Hunt. They had birthdays. Did you ever present them 
with any presents on the birthdays? 

Mr. Roperts. Well, I gave several cases of Ballantine’s Scotch. 

Senator Hunt. Did you deliver the Scotch yourself? 

Mr. Roserrs. Yes; I did. 

Senator Hunr. And who did you deliver it to? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, I delivered it to Mr. Taylor on three occasions 
Then I delivered it to Mr. Carper I guess three or four times. But 
he would always come and get his. I had to deliver it to Mr. Taylor. 
Senator Hunt. Where did you purchase the liquor, do you remem. 
ber ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I didn’t have any particular store to get it, 
One time I got some from a friend of mine because it was 12 o'clock 
at night, and Mr. Taylor that time, he said it was his birthday, and 
I gave him a case of Scotch and some money. 

Mr. Bauman. That is Sgt. William L. Taylor you are talking 
about ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I never found out his first name. I never asked him, 

Mr. Bauman. Are you talking about the Sergeant Taylor of the 
Metropolitan Police Department Narcotics Squad ? 

Mr. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the highest amount of money that you 
paid to Mr. Carper or Mr. Taylor in any one month ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I gave them about 1,800 once I know, but I mean 
it always run over a thousand. 

Mr. Bauman. Were all these birthdays and special events? Is that 
right? 

Mr. Roserrs. A lot of little other things came up. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of things, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, at one time they showed me some pictures of 
some informers that were in town, and that cost me anywhere from 
a hundred to a hundred-fifty, two hundred dollars, and that ran, you 
know, two or three times a month. 

Mr. Bauman. You mean every time they showed you a picture of 
some informer ? 

Mr. Rozerrs. Any favors, I paid for them. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you mean when you say “any favors”! 

Mr. Roserts. Well, anything that he would tell me who was in 
town or one of those things, and then the shake would come. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear of a man by the name of Brother 
Whittingham? 

Mr. Rozerrs. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman, What is his business or occupation ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I guess he works in some hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Was his name ever mentioned to you by anybody / 

Mr. Rorertrs. Well, Mr. Carper told me that he had picked him up 
and he had some narcotics on him, and he made arrangements with 
him to go back where he got them and make a purchase. 







































And they gave him the money to make the purchase with, but they [ 
designated a certain time for him to make this buy, and in the mean: f 






time he got in touch with me. So when Whittingham came back to 
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| make his buy, why, I was prepared for it. I didn’t sell him any goods. 
In fact, when I called the girl and told her about it, she said, “Well, 
| he’s coming in the door now.” Well, I said, “Freeze.” So she did. 
He had the money that he explained to me he would have on him. 


Mr. Bauman. Did that piece of information cost you anything? 

Mr. Roserts. That cost me $150. 

Mr. Bauman. You have heard, of course, of a man by the name of 
Moses Parker or Mose Parker? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And I believe you have already testified that Mose 
Parker is and has been a narcotics seller; is that right # 

Mr. Roserts. Well, yes; he has. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever see Mose Parker together with Lieu- 
tenant Carper ? 

Mr. Roperts. Well, he called me and told me that Parker wanted 
to do business with me and I met him at Parker’s house. 

Mr. Bauman. You say he called you. Who called you, sir? 

Mr. Rozerts. Lieutenant Carper called me and told me to meet him 
at Parker’s apartment, and I met him there and he introduced me to 
him and he told him from then on to get his goods from me, which 
he did. 

Mr. Bauman. When you say he told him 

Mr. Roserts. He told Mose Parker to get his goods from me from 
then on. 

Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant Carper told that to Mose Parker? 

Mr. Ropnerts. In my presence; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Thereafter from whom did Mose Parker buy his 
goods ? 

Mr. Roserts. He got his goods from me. 

Mr. Bauman. In May or June 1948 did somebody come to the apart- 
ment at 707 First Street NW., in connection with a shoplifting case? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee the whole story of that case. 

Mr. Rozerts. Well, I got a call that evening and the girl said that 
some men were there from the robbery squad and they had looked over 
the goods because a lot of times people that were users didn’t have the 
money and they would do some shoplifting, so they would accept the 
goods in preference of money. 

So she called me and told me they were there, and I asked her who 
it was, so she got the name of the people and she explained it to them 
who I was working with. 

And then I talked to a fellow on the phone, and in the meantime 
I had 17 ounces there and it hadn’t been long sent them over there, 
so they looked in the drawer and found those and put them back. So 
I talked to the officer and then I told him I’d get in touch with my 
man—Lieutenant Carper rather—but I didn’t call his name. I said 
I'd get in touch with my man, which I did. 

So he told me he’d come by the next day and pick them up and they 
left. They left the goods and all there. So the next day I met him 
the next morning and I helped him to move this stuff out to the squad 
car. We made three or four trips. So we filled up the back seat and 
they pulled away. 

What makes me remember that so vividly, he pulled away and then 
he backed down the street to where I was standing. He said, “Have 
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you got any money ?” and I said, “I’ve got about $60.” So he said— 
well, I had about $75. So he said, “Well, give me $50.” So I pulled 
my money out and I gave him $50. He said, “Will you have some 
more?” and I said, “Yes; I’ve got about $75.” He said, “Well, vive 
me the other $15. You wouldn’t have but $10 anyhow.” So I gave 
him the other $15 and they went on. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was that you gave that $65 to? 

Mr. Roserts. I gave it to Mr. Carper in his hand, but the other 
officer was with him—the officer in the robbery squad was with him, 
Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the name of the other officer ? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. What was his name? 

Mr. Rozerts. He is Sergeant Furr now, but at that time he was on 
the Robbery Squad. He is now Homicide. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you describe to the committee how much they 
took out of there in the way of clothing, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Rogers. Well, they took, I know, a hundred pair of silk 
stockings. They were very good stockings, and some dresses and 
women’s suits, and I think a couple of cloth coats. 

Mr. Bauman. Were those ladies’ suits ? 

Mr. Rorerts. They were all women’s wearing apparel. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any idea of the amount? 

Mr. Rozerts. I don’t know approximately exactly what it was, but 
it filled the back of the car. 

Mr. Bauman. And you say that Lieutenant Carper was accompanied 
by this sergeant on this particular day ? 

Mr. Ropserts. Yes, he was. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you also said that you helped them move 
this clothing down? 

Mr. Roserts. I helped them to move it, me and another fellow, 
Leroy. 

Senator Hunt. Who was the other fellow, please? 

Mr. Rozerts. A fellow by the name of Leroy. 

Senator Hunt. Would you spell his name ? 

Mr. Roperts. It’s L-e-r-o-y, Leroy. 

Senator Hunt. What was his first name? 

Mr. Roserts. That’s the only name—well, they have a record of 
him in the Police Headquarters anyhow. They could probably give 
you that. 

Senator Hunt. Did it take more than one trip for the lieutenant 
to get these goods from the apartment into the car? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, yes, it took several trips. 

Senator Hunt. More than one armful ? 

Mr. Rozerts. Well, I meant it wasn’t any too loaded down. We 
were talking, just a leisurely procedure. 

Senator Hunt. Would you care to roughly estimate the value / 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, I didn’t have any idea because, to be frank 
with you, I didn’t know it was all those things there. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Roberts, I want to ask you another question 
on a different matter. 

Did Lieutenant Carper ever furnish you with goods excepting the 
time that he took the delivery at the plane from New York ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, only one that he furnished me goods. He gave 
back goods several times. 
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Senator Hunt. Have you any memory with reference to the value 


; of the goods he gave you at that time ? 


Mr. Rozerts. Well, the goods he gave me, it wasn’t any too much. 


'Itwas glue. It was cut. There never was any pure. 


Senator Hun. Where do you think Lieutenant Carper might have 


' secured that goods that he gave you? 


Mr. ROBERTS. Well, at one time it was a girl working for me, and 
he arrested—in fact, I never knew who arrested the girl until lately. 
And he called me that morning and told me that he had arrested her 
the night before, and for me to: come down to Headquarters and bring 
some money with me. 

So I went down to Headquarters and I carried $200, and when I 
got there, the girl was there. So we talked and I gave him the $200 
and he said he would have to go and lift the narcotics charges, which 
he did. And I got $20 bac k from him and gave her, because her 
coat was torn. 

It seemed to me either her coat or dress was torn in the scuffle, so 
I got $20 back from him and I gave it to her, and he gave me the 5 
ounces back and I gave it back to her. 

Senator Hunr. The exchange of money there wis in the amount of 
$200 ¢ 

Mr. Ronerts. Well, I had 200 but I got 20 back from him. 

Senator Hunt. What would you consider that $180 payment to be? 
What was it for? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I expected that. That was a shake. 

Senator Hunr. And the charge then against the girl peddler was 
dropped ? 

Mr. Roperts. It was dropped. It’s on record. 

Mr. Baoman. What was the name of that girl? 

Mr. Rozerts. Ann Simcoe. 

Mr. Bauman. Ann Simcoe, S-i-m-c-o-e? 

Mr. Rorzerts. S-i-n-c-o-e, Sincoe. 

Mr. Bauman. To come back for a minute, Mr. Roberts, to the time 
they removed all this clothing, did they take the narcotics out at that 
time ? 

Mr. Ronertrs. No; they put those back. I mean, they would put 
those back the next day, I mean that night, but in the meantime I had 
some more there by thi at time when he got there. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you testified about some Scotch whisky that 
you gave Mr. Taylor. Do you have any recollection as to when, 
where, or under what circumstances that was? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes: I g 1 ag him some at Christmas. I met him at 
Twenty-fourth and K NW. 

Mr. Bauman. What year was that, sir? 

Mr. Rozerts. That was, I think, Christmas of 1948. It was Christ- 
mas of 1948, and I carried it over there to him in a cab. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you meet him? 

Mr. Roserts. I met him at Tw enty-fourth and K streets, NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you on any other occasion give Taylor any 
whisky ? 

Mr. Ronerts. Yes: I met him at—I think he has a room at the 
Plaza. I met him there several times. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about Sergeant Taylor. 
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Mr. Roserts. Sergeant Taylor. 

Mr. Bauman. Of the Narcotics Squad ? 

Mr. Roserts. At that time he was at the Plaza Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; and you realize when I talk about Taylor or 
Sergeant Taylor 

Mr. Rorerts. I know who you mean. 

Mr. Bauman (continuing). I am referring to the Sergeant Taylor 
of the Narcotics Squad of the Metropolitan Police Department and 
no one else; is that right ? 

Mr. Roserts. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the same person to whom you are referring? 

Mr. Roserts. That’s who I am. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you said previously that you have on occa. 
sion met Mr. Carper at the Washington Golf and Country Club? 

Mr. Roserts. I have. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever meet anybody else there? 

Mr. Rosrrts. I met Sergeant Taylor there a couple of times. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you any idea when that was? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, 1 think it was in the summer of 1949, and in fact 
I was supposed to meet Lieutenant Carper but I think he’s away or 
something at that time. It was in the summer of 1948 or 1949 and] 
was supposed to make my payment, but I didn’t have it all. 

I had about $700, and when I met Sergeant Taylor, why, I was kind 
of glad because he wouldn’t squawk about it. So I paid—so he and I 
rode from the country club around through Arlington and he was 
telling me this and that, who was in town, you know. He gave me in- 
structions. 

Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Roserts. And I gave him the 500 on account, and I gave him 20) 
for himself, and then several days later I paid the other 500. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Roberts, in addition to making payments 
for yourself to Lieutenant Carper or Sergeant Taylor, did you make 
any payments for anybody else? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, I made several payments for other people. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what those were. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I paid 250 on two occasions, and on the last 
oceasion that I collected money from, the fellow evidently was suspi- 
cious that I wasn’t giving it to him, so he followed me and he spotted 
him when he followed me, and he wouldn't accept any more money 
from him. And I made that payment on O Street, in front of the 0 
Street Market, between Seventh and Eighth. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that the first payment you had made for that 
fellow? 

Mr. Roserts. I made the first payment for him, it was in August of 
1949, the first payment I made for him in August. It was a hot month. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, that was in August of 1949; right ? 

Mr. Roserrs. It was. SAE 

Mr. Bauman. How did you happen to make that payment? 

Mr. Rosgerts. Well, see, he would have to explain that to vou because 
the arrangement had been made and he was told to give me the money. 
Mr. Bauman. By “he” whom do you mean ? . . 

Mr. Rozerts. Well, I’m speaking about the fellow was told to give 
me the money. 
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Mr. Bauman. What is his name? 

Mr. Roserrs. Dixon. 

Mr. Bauman. Leonard Dixon? 

Mr. Roperts. Leonard Dixon. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, tell us the conversation that you had with 
Leonard Dixon about the money. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he said that he was supposed to give it to me, and 
told me where to pick him up to get it. So 1 went to Ninth and N and 
got it from him; that’s the first payment. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know how much it was? 

Mr. Roserts. It was $250. And I put it in a newspaper and carried 
to O Street, between Seventh and Eighth on O Street. 

Well, he had told me-to meet him there because a lot of times people 
around the market—Lieutenant Carper told me to meet him because 
people around the market don’t pay too much attention to two people 


| talking—two men talking, I mean a white and a colored man talking. 


They didn’t pay too muc h attention because it was a busy section 
there. So that’s where I met him at that time, and I only met him 
once after that. 

Mr. Bauman. On this occasion what did you do with the money that 
Dixon had given to you? 

Mr. Rozerts. 1 dropped it on the floor, 

Mr. Bauman. On the floor of what ? 

Mr. Roserts. Of his car. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was in the car at that time? 

Mr. Roserrs. He was by himself. 

Mr. Bauman. By “he” throughout this entire recitation you—— 

Mr. Roserrs, Lieutenant Carper was by himself. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever have any other talk with Leonard 
Dixon about such payment ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. I got some money about 6 weeks later from 
him. I got 250 from him then. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee how that came about, please. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, he just made contact with me. He had the 
money ready and I picked it up. 

Mr, Bauman. What did you do with it? 

Mr. Rozerrs. Well, I delivered it, but he followed me. He said 
he didn’t know whether or not I was giving it to him. 

Mr. Bauman. Who followed you? 

Mr. Roserts. Dixon followed me. 

Mr. Bauman. And what happened when you gave it to Carper? 

Mr. Rozertrs. He spotted Dixon. 

Mr. Bauman, To whom did you give the money? 

Mr. Roperts. I gave it to Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened then ? 

Mr. Roserrs. He spotted Dixon on the corner and he got awful 
angry about it and he said that he wouldn’t accept any more money 
from him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you why? 

Mr. Roperrs. He said he acted suspicious. 


Mr. Bauman, Do you know on whose account that second payment 
was made ? 
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Mr. Rozerts. Well, from what I can gather, it was Dixon’s. | 
didn’t ask him any too much about it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any idea? 

Mr. Roserts. I didn’t pay too much attention to it. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell me, Mr. Roberts, do you have any idea of the 
total amount of money that you paid Mr. Carper over the years? 

Mr. Rosrrrs. Well, I had figured I guess I paid him in the course 
of a year, I guess about maybe eighteen or twenty thousand dollars, 
or more. 

Mr. Bauman. In the course of a year? 

Mr. Roserrts. In the course of a year; yes. 
up. 

Mr. Bauman. And J take it you are referring to all the extras and 
things in that figure ? 

Mr. Rosrrts. Well, I was referring to that. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, the first five or six payments, I believe you 
testified that you were paying at the rate of $500 a month; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Roserts. Five hundred a month. 

Mr. Bauman. So we would get between $2,500 and $3,000 for that 
first period, the first 5 or 6 months’ period ? 

Mr. Rosrrrs. Well, I never counted it. I didn’t pay too much 
attention to it. All I did was give the money and I didn’t go into 
any mathematics about it. 

Mr. Bauman. But thereafter, though, after about June of 1948 
for over a year, for approximately 15 months after that you were 
paying him at least $1,000 a month on account of your regular pay- 
ments; right? 

Mr. Roserrs. Or more. 

Mr. Bauman. Or more? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. So that the minimum would have been 15,000, and 
I believe in using your own figure, you took a figure something like 
1,600 a month or 1,500 a month as your average estimate on what 
you paid Carper; right? 

Mr. Roserts. To be frank, I just didn’t pay any attention. I give 
it to him and that was all, but I mean I’ve had time to think about 
it, but I hadn’t made any note of it. 

Senator Hunt. What you mean is you didn’t keep books on it? 

Mr. Rozerts. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell your wife that the ante had gone 
up on this protection money ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Well, no, I didn’t tell her because she was a little 
fussy, so I didn’t say anything to her about it. I just went on and 
paid it. I just let her make up the 500 and the other money, I either 
collected it or took it out of my own pocket. 

Mr. Bauman. Other than that, though, she kept the money; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Roserts. She always kept the money; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, after you were out on appeal bond sometime 
during the spring of 1951 did you see Mr. Carper ? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, I saw him. I got out in June and I saw him 
about the last of June. I called him. 
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Mr. Bauman. What happened? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I told him that I was in need of some money 
because I had spent a lot of money on my case, which I had. 

So he met me in front of the Children’s Hospital at Twelfth and 
W. So I asked him for some money. I asked him for $500 and he 
said he didn’t have it then; he’d make arrangements to get it. So he 
met me the next day and gave it to me. I met him at Eighteenth 
and S. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that? 

Mr. Roserts. I met him at 18th and S Streets NW. 

Mr. Bauman. In Washington ? 

Mr. Roserts. In Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. Now during the spring of 1951 did you have any 
conversation with him about an individual by the name of Calvin 
Davis? 

Mr. Roserts. No; that wasinthesummer. That was in the summer 
of 1951 that I had the conversation about Davis. 

Mr. BauMAN. Would you tell the committee what that was, please? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, Davis—I met Davis on Eighteenth and V and 
he told me that he had been told to see me. So he gave me $200 and 
I gave it to him, I gave it to Lieutenant Carper, and he gave me $20 
for it. 

Mr. Bauman. He did what? 

Mr. Roserts. I got $20 from him when I gave him the $200. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know any person “who was paying Taylor 
other than yourself during this period ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I couldn't say positively; I know what I’ve 
heard, but I mean I couldn't positively say. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you know anybody who told you that he or she 
had paid Taylor during this period ? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was it? 

Mr. Roserts. Do I have to answer that question ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bauman, in the Chair’s opinion the witness 
should not be required to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to express my appreciation to the Chair for 
making that ruling. I would much rather not press him on that. It 
is not necessary for you to answer the question. 

Mr. Roserts. Thank you. 

Mr. Bauman. Now in 1948 did you get a telephone call from Mr. 
Carper relating to a narcotics seller named Bull Leach ? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee please what that was 
about ? 

Mr. Rogerts. Well, he told me that he had Bull in a car and had 
taken 7 ounces of heroin from him, and he said that Bull had told 
him that he was dealing with me. 

So he asked me about it and I told him, well, he wasn’t selling it 
for me. He was buying it from me, and to give it back to him. So 
he told me he would give it back to him, and he did. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you testified before about that Ann Simcoe 
situation in very brief, sketchy terms. Would you tell us the whole 
story of that Ann Simcoe case about which just talked about a few 
minutes ago, Mr. Roberts? 
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Mr. Roserts. It wasn’t any too much story. He called me and told 
me to come down, that she had been arrested the night before, but he 
didn’t give me the officer’s name that arrested her, and he told me to 
bring some money when I came, and I got $200 from my wife and | 
went and she was there. 

She was sitting in his office, and I asked him about it and he ex. 
plained it to me, which it wasn’t too much. I think it was a patrol- 
man that arrested her, and I asked him what he was going to do 
about it and he said he’d take care of it, which he did, and I gave him 
the 200. Then he left and went to the Commissioner—I always thought 
that he went to the district attorney’s. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, he went either to the district attorney or the 
Commissioner, right ? 

Mr. Rorerrs. ‘To my opinion. 
missioner. 

Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Roserts. And when he came back, he gave me the 5 ounces they 
had taken from her and I gave them back to her. 

Mr. Bauman. He gave you the 5 ounces that he had taken from 
Ann Simcoe? 

Mr. Roserts. He gave it to me. I gave it back to her. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Roberts, do you know a man by the name 
of Jesse Jeffers? 

Mr. Rorerts. Yes: I do. 

Mr. Bauman. And in September of 1949 was he living at the Dun- 
bar Hotel? 

Mr. Roperrs. He was. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what happened in connection with 
Jesse Jeffers in September of 1949. 

Mr. Rorerts. Well, I heard he had some narcotics and cocaine 
which I wanted, and he was out of town at the time. So I made ar- 
rangements with the house detective there to get it for me, and he had 
been begging $4 and $5 at a time and sometimes 20 and he never paid 
me back, so I thought he owed me a favor. 

So when I talked to him I told him what I wanted him to do, and 
T said, “Well, it’s a chance for you to make 500 instead of the petty 
larceny begs you've been putting on.” So he said that he didn’t have 
the master key at that time but he would get it later on and for me 
to meet him at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. Bauman. Where? 

Mr. Rorerrs. Back at the Dunbar Hotel. So I went back home. 
I gave him my telephone number in order for him to call me. 

So I went back home about 3 o’clock, some time around then. Any 
way, it was about an hour or so before I was supposed to go back, 
I got this call and told me not to show. 

Mr. Bauman. Who called you? 

Mr. Roserts. Lieutenant Carper called me and told me not to come 
to the Dunbar Hotel because Jackie crossed me up. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he say to you to the best of your recollec- 
tion? 

Mr. Roserts. He told me was I crazy, why didn’t I see him. He 
said he would have gotten it for me, but for me not to show at 4 o’clock 
because he was on his way up there. 


I hadn’t thought about the Com- 
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Mr. Bauman. And of course at 4 o’clock you did not go to the Dun- 
bar Hotel ¢ : 

Mr. Roserts. Well, at 4 o’clock I called my doctor and got some 
sleep medicine and went to sleep. ; 

Mr. Bauman. Now when did you make your last payment to Lieu- 
tenant Carper ¢ 

Mr. Rozerts. In 1949, October the 1st. 

Mr. BauMAN. What was the amount of that payment ? 

Mr. Roserts. I gave him a little over $1,000, about one thousand 
fifty, or maybe a little more. It wasn’t too much more. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you next hear from Lieutenant Carper dur- 
ing that month? 

Mr. Roperts. Well, I had gone to a funeral. <A friend of mine, a 
soldier, died and we went to Arlington Cemetery and buried him, and 
when I got back home, my wife took the car over to C apital Cadillac, 
and while she was out I got this call, and he said, “Well, what have 
you been doing?” I said, “Nothing.” 

” Mr. Bauman. Who said this? 

Mr. Roserts. Lieutenant Carper said, “What have you been doing?” 
I said, “Nothing.” So I said, “What’s the matter?” He said, “Well, 
you are in trouble.” He said, “Get out of town and stay about a year. 
Maybe I will be able to straighten it by that time.” 

So then he said, “Somebody has gotten a buy on you.” I said, “Why 
didn’t you let me know?” I said, “You just got my money.” He said 
it was over his head, and he didn’t know about it himself until too 
late. So he told me to leave. 

So I called over to the Cadillac pli ice and told her to go to a friend 
of hers house, and I went down in Maryland, but it was so dull dewn 
there I came back the next day. 

So when I came back I called Lieutenant Carper and told him that 
I was back in town. So he said, “Well, you are awfully bull headed.” 
So I said—pardon me. I said—“I’ve been giving you my money, you 
ought to protect me.” So he asked me where I was staying and I told 
him. 

So then a day or so later he called me and he said, “Well, why don’t 
you let me make the arrest and you can meet me at Sixteenth and 
Florida Avenue and I'll rough you up a little and take you on in,” 
and I said. “No dice” because I didn’t know what he would do. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you think he might do? 

Mr. Roserts. I told him—well, I don’t know. After he had crossed 
me up, why I didn’t know too much about what was happening. So I 
wouldn’t go. 

Several days later he called me and he said, “You better get out of 
there. They ll be up there around 8 o'clock.” That was 6 o’clock in 
the evening. 

So I was in bed watching television. So I said, “Well, O. K.” So 
he said, “Well, you better hurry up because you d m’t have any too 
much time.” So I said. “O. K.” So I went out and went across the 
street and sit on the lawn on some chairs the doctor has over there. 

So about 8 o’clock they came, the officers did, and they went in, went 
into the apartment, looked it all over. Then they went upstairs on 
the roof, and I was sitting there watching it. So then after they came 
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down and got back in the car, well, I walked across the street and 
went on back in the house and finished looking at television. 

Mr. Bauman. How long after that were you taken into custody} 

Mr. Roserts. I wasn’t taken into custody. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee how you came to be arrested. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I never was arrested. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, I mean how you walked into police headquar- 
ters and surrendered. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I called Mr. Andrews up, and he told me to come 
into his office and talk to him. So I—that was Tuesday. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Roberts, who is Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Roserts. I think he is a Federal narcotics agent. He works in 
Anslinger’s office, from what I can gather. 

Mr. Bauman. He is in charge of the Washington office of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Narcotics; is that right? 

Mr. Roserts. I imagine so. I never went to his office, but I talked 
to him on the telephone. So that was Tuesday, and he told me to come 
in, he wanted to talk to me, and I told him I would be in Friday. So 
he said I had better come in then, so I just hung up. So Friday I went 
in with my lawyer and my bondsman. 

Mr. Bauman. And you surrendered voluntarily ; is that right? 

Mr. Rozerts. I surrendered ; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I just have one last question to ask you. Mr. 
Roberts, have I or has any member of the subcommittee staff made 
any promises to you of any kind in order to induce you to testify ? 

Mr. Roserts. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you very much. I have no further questions 
of this witness. 

The CHarrMan. I presume that the witness would also say that no 
member of the committee has made him any promises? 

Mr. Rovers. That’s right. 

The CuamrMan. Not anyone connected with the committee. 

Mr. Roperts. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 


The committee will now take a recess until tomorrow morning at 
10 o’clock. 


(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a.m.,on Wednesday, March 19, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 





WEDNESDAY, MARCH 19, 1952 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or CoLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFORCEMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee reconvened at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 15, 1951, and 8. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.), in room 457 Senate Office Building, Senator Mat- 
thew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Neely, Hunt, Pastore, and Welker. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; and Robert H. Mollohan, clerk. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

Call your first witness, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. The first witness this morning will be Evalina Robin- 
son Roberts, and, with the permission of the committee, she will be 
examined by Mr. Solomon. 

Mr. Sotomon. Will you rise and raise your right hand, please, and 
be sworn. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give in this case shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Roperts. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EVALINA LOUISE ROBINSON ROBERTS 


Mr. Sotomon. Will you give us your full name, please ? 

Mrs. Rogers. Evalina Louise Robinson Roberts. 

Mr. Soromon. Mrs. Roberts, are you presently confined in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia jail! Is that correct‘ 

Mrs. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Is that based on a conviction in the District Court 
of this District ? 

Mrs. Ropers. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. What were you convicted of? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Transferring of marijuana and the failure to pay 
the tax. 

Mr. Sotomon. When was this conviction ? 

Mrs. Rorerrs. January the 20th, 1950. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was that conviction appealed. 
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Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what was the disposition on appeal ¢ 

Mrs. Roserrs. We were denied. 

Mr. Sotomon. You were sentenced on the conviction ? 

Mrs. Roperrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Soromon. And what were you sentenced to? 

Mrs. Rogerts. Sixteen months to four years. 

Mr. Sotomon. Are you presently serving that sentence / 

Mrs. Roserrs. I am. 

Mr. Sotomon. How old are you, Mrs. Roberts? 

Mrs. Roserts. I am 26. 

Mr. Sotomon. Have you been the wife of James M. Roberts, who is 
better known as Jim Yellow? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes; I have. 

Mr. Sotomon. Were you divorced by him some time ago? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. When was that? 

Mrs. Rozerrs. The 8th of November. 

Mr. Sotomon,. 1951? 

Mrs. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. When did you first meet Jim Yellow ? 

Mrs. Roserts. In October of 1947. 

Mr. Sotomon. Could you fix the date a little more exactly ? 

Mrs. Roserts. I would say it was around the 16th of October. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember when he came out of prison ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. He told me that he came out on the 4th of October, 
I met him shortly thereafter. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you start living with Jim Yellow some time after 
that? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes; shortly after that. 

Mr. Sotomon. About how many days or weeks after you first met 
him did you start living with him / 

Mrs. Roserrs. About 3 weeks. 

Mr. Sotomon. That would put it around November 10, 5 weeks after 
October 4; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Approximately. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you start living with him? 

Mrs. Ropers. In an apartment on First Street NW., near Massa- 
chusetts Avenue. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you know the address of that apartment? 

Mrs. Rozerrs. Well, I believe it’s 707 First Street NW. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you live in the entire apartment? Did you 
occupy it with Jim Yellow, or was it someone else’s apartment? ~ 
_ Mrs. Roperts. It was someone else’s apartment. We had a room 
there. 

Mr. Soromon. At the time that you started living with Jim Yellow, 
as far as you knew, was he selling narcotics? r 

Mrs. Rogers. In a small quantity. 

Mr. Soromon. Did he have any narcotics at that time? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you know where he had obtained these narcotics? 

Mrs. Roserts. From New York. 
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Mr. Soromon. Do you know the name of the person from whom he 
obtained them ? 

Mrs. Roserts. I believe it was a man named Carmine. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you know that man’s last name? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Soromon. Why does the name “Carmine” stick in your mind? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Jim wore his watch and it had Carmine across the 
face of the watch. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was that in place of the numerals? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, that was where the maker’s name would be. 

Mr. Soromon. Do you know what the association between Carmine 

0 is and Jim had been prior to that time? 

Mrs. Roperts. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Some time after you started living in 707 First 
Street NW., with Jim Yellow, do you remember an occasion one morn- 
ing when you were awakened by something which was perhaps un- 
usual ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Yes. I awoke to hear voices in the adjoining bed- 
room. 

Mr. Soromon. Will you tell us what you heard and what happened 
after you were awakened ? 

Mrs. Roperts. I heard Jim’s voice and another man’s voice, low, 
gruff voice, and I called out, asked Jim who it was, why was he in 
there, and he told me, “Go back to sleep,” or he would tell me later, 
something of that sort. 


er. Mr. Sotomon. For how long did you hear these voices and conver- 
sation ¢ 
Ler Mrs. Roperts. I would say they were in there about an hour. 


Mr. Soromon. Were you able to hear any of the words which passed 
between these two persons other than what you have just testified to? 
et Mrs. Roserts. No, I wasn’t. 
Mr. Sotomon. At any time in the future did you hear this voice? 
Mrs. Ropers. Yes, I did. 


er Mr. Soromon. And on how many occasions ? 
Mrs. Roperts. A conservative estimate, I think would be about 50 
times. 
Mr. Soromon. And under what circumstances did you hear this 
a- voice ? 


Mrs. Roserts. Over the telephone. 
Mr. Sotomon. At any time this voice that you heard over the tele- 
phone and which you associated with the voice which you heard in 


uy | the other room, did that voice ever identify itself by name? 
Mrs. Roserts. Not by full name; no. 

mst Mr. Sotomon. How was it identified ? 
Mrs. Roperrs. As Mr. ¢ 

y, Senator Weiker. The answer again, please? 


Mrs. Roperts. Mr. C. 
Mr. Soromon. At some point that morning, Mrs. Roberts, Jim 
Yellow came back after this conversation was concluded; is that 
correct ? 
? Mrs. Rorerts. Yes. 
Mr. Soromon. And at that time you had a conversation with Jim? 
Mrs. Roserts. Yes: I did. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Will you tell us what the substance of that conversa- 
tion was? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes. 
was Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he identify Lieutenant Carper to you ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes; he said that it was Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did he say what Lieutenant Carper’s associa- 
tion was with the District government ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Well, I knew that he was head of the narcotics squad. 

Mr. Soromon. Did Jim Yellow tell you in this conversation any- 
thing further? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes. He told me that Lieutenant Carper had come 
to see him and that he had told him that he had a sale on him made 
the previous night, and he described his clothing to him and the person 
to whom he had sold the narcotics. He also told Jim that he knew 
he was on conditional release and that it was either do business or go 
back to jail. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do business with whom ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. With Carper. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was Jim in fact on conditional release at that time? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes; he was. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you know when his good time ran out ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. In November 1948. 

Mr. Sotomon. In other words, almost 13 months later; is that 
correct ? 

Mrs. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Jim say anything, did Jim tell you what Carper 
said with respect to this good time that he had remaining? 

Mrs. Roperrs. Well, Jim told me that Carper had said that the mere 


Jim told me that the man who had just left 


j 
: 
' 


fact of his association with a known addict would send him back to 


jail. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Jim Yellow tell you anything else that Lieu 
tenant Carper had told him with respect to doing business? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes: he had said that he wanted $500 a month, on 
the first of each month. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what was this $500 a month for? 

Mrs. Roserts. For protection. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Jim tell you that this is what Carper had said? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, 

Mr. Sotomon. What was Jim’s reaction to this? 

Mrs. Rozerts. He was very skeptical, but he felt that he had no 
choice. 

Mr. Soromon. What reason do you ascribe or did Jim ascribe to 
this feeling that he had no choice? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, when Lieutenant Carper came into the apart- 
ment, the narcotics were in a suitcase under the bed I was sleeping in, 
and as he pointed out, he had a sale on him on the previous night and 
he was on conditional release. 

Mr. Sotomon. You had seen the narcotics in this suitcase ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Soromon. At the time that you moved into this room in the 
apartment on 707 First Street, were you aware of the fact that there 
were narcotics in this suitcase ? , 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes; I was. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Would you describe the container for these narcotics? 
What was this narcotics in ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Well, the heroin was what they call glue, in 1-ounce 
wax paper bags, and there was about a quart Mason jar full of capsules 
of cocaine. 

Mr. Sotomon. And was this a suitcase, you say, in which all of these 

narcotics were contained ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, a rather large suitcase. 

Mr. Soromon. About how much was this quantity of narcotics 
worth ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Jim told me it was $10,000 worth. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Jim at any time tell you whether or not on that 
or on previous occasions he had given C arper any money ¢ ¢ 

Mrs. Roperts. No; he never mentioned it. 

Mr. SoLtomon. Did he say whether or not Lieutenant Carper on that 
day had asked him for any cash? 

Mrs. Rozerrs. Yes. He gave him the money he had at the time. 

Mr. Sotomon. And how much did Jim say that was? 

Mrs. Roperts. It was either $270 or $370. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Jim remove these narcotics from the room after 
Carper left ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes. That evening when the girl who came home— 
she got the key to the storage bin and took it downstairs. 

Mr. Soromon. He ke spt it in that storage bin? 

Mrs. Ropers. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you move from this location at 707 First Street 
some time after this event ? 

Mrs. Roserts. The 27th of November we moved. 

Mr. Sotomon. And where did you move to at that time? 

Mrs. Ropers. To 3801 Jay Street NE. 

Mr. Sotomon. What is the name of those premises? 

Mrs. Roserts. The Mayfair Manor. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you have a telephone there as soon as you came 
into that place ? 

Mrs. Roperts. No; not as soon as we came in. 

Mr. Soromon. When did you get a telephone? 

Mrs. Roserts. Around the middle of J: inuary I believe. 

Mr. Soromon. Could you tell us about any telephone conversations 
you may recall which took place after you got that telephone, at 3801 
Jay Street NE. ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, shortly after we got the phone, I answered the 
phone one evening and a voice that I knew to be Lieutenant Carper’s 

said, “Put Jim on the phone” and I put him on the phone and he 
talked very excitedly on the phone, and then when he hung up he 
rushed in and said the Lieutenant had told him to come right on down- 
town and he put on his hat and coat and rushed out, and when he 
came back he told me that he had met Lieutenant Carper downtown 
and that he had raided a boy’s place and then he called Jim. 

He told Jim in front of this person that—I don’t recall the name— 
that Jim was who he was to do business with from then on if he wanted 
to do business. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Jim tell you where this door had been busted 
down ? 
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Mrs. Rozerts. To the best of my recollection it was either the 60) 
block or the 900 block of N Street NW. 

Mr. Soromon. What was Jim’s reaction to what had happened be. 
tween himself and Lieutenant Carper that evening? 

Mrs. Roserts. I think the only word to describe it is “amazed.” 

Mr. Soromon. Did he have any further feelings about it ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, I think his confidence in Lieutenant Carper 
dated from that time. 

Mr. Sotomon. From that time on until October 1949 were either you 
or Jim Roberts ever arrested for narcotics activities ? 

Mrs. Roperts. No, sir. 

Mr. Soromon. What was the effect or what was the condition of 
Jim’s business following January 1948? 

Mrs. Roperts. Well, it immediately increased. 

Mr. Sotomon. How would you characterize his activities after that 
time ? 

Mrs. Roperts. 

Mr. Sotomon. 

Mrs. Rozserts. Very good. 

Mr. Sotomon. What do you mean by that? 

Mrs. Roperrs. Well, on the 14th of February I bought a beaver 
coat for cash. 

Mr. SoLtomon. 

Mrs. Roperts. 

Mr. Sotomon. 

Mrs. Roserrs. 

Mr. SoLtomon. 

Mrs. Roserts. 

Mr. Sotomon. 1948? 

Mrs. Roserts. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. In November 1948 what was your financial condition? 

Mrs. Roserts. Oh well, not too good. 

Mr. Sotomon. What do you mean by that? 

Mrs. Ropertrs. Well, when we bought our furniture it had to be 
bought on credit. 

Mr. Soromon. Where did you buy your furniture? 

Mrs. Ronerts. At P. J. Nee. 

Mr. Sotomon. Between January 1948 and October 1949 did you 
as far as you recall now, ever see Lieutenant Carper in person ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Never, no. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever speak to him on the telephone? 

Mrs. Roperts. Many times. 

Mr. Soromon. Would you tell us about how many times you recall 
that he spoke to you on the phone? 

Mrs. Roserts. I would say I spoke to him on the average of at least 
twice a month. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was there any regularity or time that you may recall 
in which he used to call? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Oh, yes, he always called on the first of the month. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what would the nature of your conversation be 
at that time? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, if Jim was home I would put him on the phone, 
but if he wasn’t, Carper would tell me to have Jim meet him at the 
same place. 


He ran wide open. 
How was your financial condition ? 


Where did you buy it? 

At Erlebacher’s. 

Did you get anything else? 

On my birthday Jim gave me a star sapphire. 
When was your birthday? 

The 10th of March. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Tell me, how did Lieutenant Carper identify himself 
when he would call you? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, when I would answer the phone and he would 
say, “Do you know who this is?” well, the first few times I didn’t, and 
then he would say, “This is Mr. C.,” and then go on with whatever he 
had to say. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he ever identify himself in any other fashion? 

Mrs. Roserts. Not to me. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he ever tell you or give you any message as to 
where Jim Roberts was to meet him ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Upon one occasion he told me to have Jim meet him 
at the corner. That would have been Sherman Avenue and Girard 
Street. 

Mr. Sotomon. Northwest ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. Mrs. Roberts, did you handle the money which was 
the proceeds of Jim’s narcotics activ ities ? 

Mrs. Ropers. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Will you tell the committee about how much money 
in cash was around the house at any given time during this period on 
the average or the range? 

Mrs. Roserts. We usually had $5,000 or $6,000 in the house, and 
I can remember having as much as $11 ,000. 

Mr. Sotomon. And where did you keep this money ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. I had a strong box in my closet. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you handle most of the money ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. I would say I handled all the money. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember during this time whether Jim 
would ask you for money ? 

Mrs. Rorerts. Oh, yes. If there was anything particular he 

yvanted, he would ask me for it. 

Mr. Soromon. Was there anything in particular for which he ap- 
parently wanted money ¢ 

Mrs. Rozerts. Well, on the first of the month he would ask for 
Carper’s money. 

Mr. Sotomon. How would he describe this? 

Mrs. Roserts. Just that way, Carper’s money. 

Mr. Sotomon. He would say, “Give me” 

Mrs. Roperts. “Give me Carper’s money,” yes. 

Mr. Soromon. How much money would you give him? 

Mrs. Roserts. $500. 

Mr. Sotomon. On other occasions other than the beginning of the 
month when Carper would call, and the occasions during the month 
when he would call do you remember any of those instances ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes, I remember two in particular. 

Mr. Sotomon. Will you tell the committee what those are? 

Mrs. Rorerts. Well, in the spring of I think it was probably early 
spring or late winter of 1948—no, I think that must have been the 
spring of 1949—he called me one afternoon to ask me if I knew a 
certain girl? 

Mr. Sor omon. Did he name the girl? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes. 


Mr. Sotomon. What was the name of the girl ? 
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Mrs. Roperts. Doris Day. 

Senator Werker. Doris what? 

Mrs. Roperts. Day. 

Mr. Sotomon. Day. Did you know Doris Day? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, I had gone to school with her. 

Mr. Sotomon. Would you tell us, Mrs. Roberts, what the conversa- 
tion was that you had with Lieutenant Carper, what Lieutenant Car. 
per said to you on the telephone and what you told him? 

Mrs. Ropers. Well, it seems that Doris is an addict and she had 
been doing business with Jim, and when she went to get her own stuff, 
she had also been getting it for several of these musicians who were 
in the Bolling Air Force Band. 

Mr. Soromon. Did Carper tell you what had happened to Doris 
Day? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. One of the young musicians had been caught 
taking a shot in a practice room at Bolling Field, and the case had 
been turned over to the narcotics squad, and he had told them that 
Doris had got stuff for him and that Doris had said she got it from 
Jim. 

So Lieutenant Carper told me to get Doris off the street because they 
were going to pick her up if they saw her, and that he knew what she 
would do if they got her to headquarters. 

Mr. Sotomon. All this is what Lieutenant Carper told you on the 
telephone? 

Mrs. Roznerts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sotomon. And when he said that he knew what she would do 
when they got her to headquarters after they picked her up, what did 
you understand him to mean ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, she was known to be an informer. 

Mr. Sotomon. She was an addict ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you find Doris Day ? 

Mrs. Roserts. I called at her home and she packed a suitcase and 
came and stayed with me about 2 months. 

Mr. Soromon. Could you tell us the second occasion would you say 
that you were called outside of these regular monthly calls which you 
received from Carper ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. On the occasion of Jesse Jeffers’ arrest at the 
Dunbar Hotel, Lieutenant Carper called me from the Dunbar. 

Mr. Sotomon. About what time of the day was this, and will you tell 
us the month and the year? 

Mrs. Rorerrs. It was September 1949. It was about 4:30 in the 
evening—the afternoon I guess—and he asked me what in the “h” Jim 
had been up to and told me that he was at the Dunbar. 

Mr. Soromon. Did he tell you anything more? 

Mrs. Roserrs. No. Jim wasn’t home and so he told me to have Jim 
call him as soon as he came in. 

Mr. Soromon. Do you remember whether you passed this message 
onto Jim ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, shortly after that Jim called me and I gave him 
the message. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you know Jesse Jeffers ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Slightly. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Did you know him to bea seller of narcotics ? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, I didn’t know him to be a seller of narcotics. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you know whether or not he was arrested ¢ 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, he was arrested. 

Mr. Soromon. And that was in September 1949? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. When Jim came home that night, what did he tell 
you or what did he do? 

” Mrs. Roserts. Well, he came home shortly after I spoke to him on 
the phone. He told me that Lieutenant Carper had said it was best 
for he and I to leave the city for a few days, and so I packed a bag 
and my girl friend and I went to her parents’ home in Wilmington. 

Mr. Soromon. Wilmington, Del. 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Mr. Sotomon. How long did you stay there? 

Mrs. Roserts. I think it was about 5 days. 

Mr. Soromon. And what day did you return ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Ona Sunday. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever know how to get in touch with Lieu- 
tenant Carper? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Well, of course, you could call headquarters and then 
we had the number of the country club. 

Mr. Soromon. What country club is there? 

Mrs. Roserts. The Washington Country Club. 

Mr. Sotomon. How did you get that number ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Lieutenant Carper gave it to me. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever speak to a man known as Sgt. William 
L. Taylor of the Metropolitan Police Department ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. I don’t believe I ever heard his full name before. 

Mr. Sotomon. What name did you know him by ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Just as Sergeant Taylor. 

Mr. Sotromon. What did you understand his association with the 
Police Department to be? 

Mrs. Roperrs. I understood he was next in authority to Lieutenant 
Carper on the narcotics squad. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever see him in person ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No, I don’t believe I ever had. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you speak to him on the telephone? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Would you tell us the occasions on which you spoke 
to him on the telephone and what your conversations were at that 
time? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, I think it was in December of 1948 he called and 
he told me that Jim had promised him some Scotch for his birthday 
and he was having a party and he wanted to make sure Jim hadn't 
forgotten it. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you pass that message on to Jim? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did Jim do about it? 

Mrs. Ropertrs. Well, he told me to order the whisky, which I did. 

Mr. Soromon. Where did you order it from ? 

Mrs. Roserts. From Robbins Market at Sherman Avenue and 
Barry Place. 
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The Carman. How much? 

Mrs. Roperrs. A case. 

Mr. Soromon. What kind of whisky was it? 

Mrs. Roserts. Scotch. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you know what kind of whisky ? 

Mrs. Rogperts. Oh, it was probably White Horse. 

Mr. Sotomon. Will you tell the committee about how much business 
in dollars and cents you recall Jim Roberts conducted by the month, 
say ¢ 

Mrs. Roszerts. I couldn’t tell you in dollars and cents. 


Mr. Sotomon. Could you tell us about how large his shipments were 
then ? 


Mrs. Rogserts. The connection came down from New York twice a | 


week with a suit box full of 1-ounce packages of glue. That would be 
about 200 ounces, and usually depending on how good the cocaine was, 


from 2 to 5 ounces of cocaine and about 3 ounces of so-called pure 
heroin. 


Mr. Sotomon. Glue is a very low percentage heroin mixture, is that | 


correct ¢ 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes. 

Mr. Sotomon. So-called pure heroin is stronger ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes. 

Mr. Sotomon. How do you know good cocaine when you see it? 

Mrs. Rozerrs. Well, you can drop it into a glass, a glass of water. 
The cocaine will dissolve istaneiliatale it hits the water. Anything it’s 
cut with will settle to the bottom. 

Mr. Sotomon. And who was the fellow, this so-called connection! 

Mrs. Rozerts. An Italian fellow named Iggie. 

Mr. Sotomon. Iggie. Do you know his last name? 

Mrs. Rogerts. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you have his telephone number ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever call him in New York ? 

Mrs. Rorrrrs. Oh, many times. 

Mr. Soromon. What were his associations in New York, do you 


know ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No; I don’t know. 

Mr. Soromon. Was there any association between himself and Car- 
mine ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. They were brothers. 

Mr. Sotomon. How did Jim know Iggie, do you know ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, I am not sure about that. He was either in 
jail with Carmine or it was Iggie, it was one of the two. 

Mr. Sotomon. Jim either was in jail with Carmine or his brother 


Iggie ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes. I am not sure which it was. 

Mr. Sotomon. Is Iggie alive? 

Mrs. Rornerts. No; Iggie is dead. 

Mr. Soromon. When did he die? 

Mrs. Rozerts. He died the summer of 1950. 

Mr. Sotomon. This order of 200 ounces of glue once or twice a 
week, did you have to put that order in every week or twice a week? 

Mrs. Roperts. No. Say he came down on a Tuesday and Jim 
would say, “Well, come back Friday with the same thing.” 
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Mr. Sovomon. What did Jim pay for an ounce of glue? 
Mrs. Roserts. $11. 


Mr. SoLomon. 


Would he break that up into smaller quantities or 


seal it in that size? 
Mrs. Roserts. He sold it in that size. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


SoLoMON. 
Mrs. Roperts. 


What did he sell it for, do you remember? 


$17. 
Sotomon. T 


This heroin, did that come down in ounce packages 


or was it in capsules ¢ 


Mrs. Roperts. 
Mr. Sotomon. 


No; that came in ounce packages. 


Did Jim or you or anyone under Jim’s direction pro- 


duce the ounce packages of pure heroin in capsule form 4 
Mrs. Roserts. Yes. 


Mr. Sotomon. Did you do it at the 


apartments at which you lived? 


Mrs. Rornerts. Well, it has been done there on occasion when he was 


in a hurry for it. 


Mr. Soromon. Otherwise do you know where he used to do it? 


Mrs. Roperts. 
Mr. SoLomMon. 


No: I don’t. 


Will you tell the committee what an ounce of glue 


would sell for in capsule form when the peddler would break it up? 


Mrs. Roperts. 
Mr. SoLomon. 
Mrs. Ropers. 
Mr. Soromon. 
Mrs. Roperts. 


amounts, some of them sell $1 pieces, $3 pieces, and $ 


Mr. SoLtomon. 
Mrs. RoBERTs. 
Mr. SoLomon. 


heroin, sell for ? 


Mrs. Roperts. 


and a half. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


SoLoMON. 


Mrs. Ropers. 
SoLomon. 
irs... Roperts. 
SOLOMON. 
Mrs. Roperts. 


SoLoMON. 
Mrs. Roperts. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


SoLoMon. 
Mrs. Roperts. 


I don’t think they sold glue in capsule form. 
How would they sell otue? 
They broke glue down into decks. 


And what would a deck consist of ? 


Well, the dealer would break it down into their own 
5 pieces. 

About how much would a piece cost ? 

Well, as I have just said, $1, $3, or 5. 

What would the capsule of heroin, so-called pure 


Jim sold them for a dollar and a quarter or a dollar 


How about the cocaine ? 

The same price. 

In what container would Iggie bring these narcotics? 
In a suit box. 

A suit box? What do you mean by a suit box? 
Well, a box that a man’s suit would come in. 

How would he come to Washington ? 

By plane. 

What would happen ? 


He would call from the airport and say he was catch- 


ing a cab and then come directly to the apartment. 


Mr. 
Mrs. Roperts. 
Mr. Sotomon. 


you or Jim make 
Roperts. 


Mrs. 


SoLoMon. 


How long would he stay in the apartment ? 

Not very long. At the most, an hour. 

And then, after Iggie called from the airport, would 
a call or get in touch with somebody ? 

Jim would call the boy who drove for him and he 


would come to the apartment to get the package as soon as Iggie got 


there. 


Mr. Sotomon. 


ment ¢ 


Mrs. Roperts. 


About how long would the narcotics stay in the apart- 


Oh, 10 minutes at the most. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember any particular occasion when this} - Mrs. Ror 
happened ? Mr. Sore 
Mrs. Rozerts. Well, yes. Mrs. Rot 
Mr. Soromon. When was that, will you tell the committee ? Mr. Sor 
Mrs. Rozerts. On the day the narcotic agent came, first came to our} {old him? 
apartment to make a case against us, I had just taken Iggie to the Mrs. Koi 
airport. When I returned the narcotic agent was in the apartment. the apartn 
Mr. Sotomon. What was the name of the agent? Mr. Sou 
Mrs. Rozerts. We knew him as Lonea, and he was later identified Mrs. Ro: 
as Howard Chappel. Mr. Sou 


Mr. Sotomon. Howard Chappel. He is a Federal Bureau of Nar-| — Mrs. Ro 
cotics agent ? know they 


Mrs. Rozerts. That is right. Mr. Sou 
Mr. Sotomon. Had he come a half-hour sooner what would he have Mrs. R 
found? friend’s he 
Mrs. Roserts. He would have found Iggie there. Mr. Sor 
Mr. Sotomon. What would he have found in the apartment ? Mrs. Re 
Mrs. Roserts. Well, he may have found the suitcase. Mr. Sor 
Mr. Sotomon. Now drawing your attention to mid-October of 1949. Mrs. Re 
do you recall the date October 17, 1949% Did anything unusual hap- Mr. Sot 
pen on that date? Mrs. Re 
Mrs. Rozerts. Well, we went to a funeral that day. Mr. So! 
Mr. Sotomon. Whose funeral did you go to? Mrs. R 
Mrs. Roserts. It was the funeral of Jim’s first. wife’s husband. Mr. Soi 
Mr. Sotomon. What day of the week was that? Mrs. Ri 
Mrs. Rorerts. It was a Monday. Mr. So 
Mr. Sotomon. Did anything happen on Tuesday ? Mrs. R 
Mrs. Ronertrs. The car had a knock in the motor and I took it t Mr. So 
Capital Cadillac. Mrs. R 
Mr. Sotomon. What kind of a car was it ? Mr. So 
Mrs. Roverts. A 748 Fleetwood Cadillac. Mrs. R 
Mr. Soromon. What time in the morning did you go to Capital Mr. S« 
Cadillac? Mrs. f 
Mrs. Rorerrs. Oh, early. I was there when they opened. Mr. Si 
Mr Sotomon. I beg your pardon? Mrs. 
Mrs. Rozerts. I say I was there when they opened. Mr. Sc 
Mr. Sotomon. I see. Would that be around 9 o’clock say ? Mrs. I 
Mrs. Roperts. Yes. Mr. S 
Mr. Soromon. And after that where did you go? Mrs. I 
Mrs. Rozerrs. I went to my girl friend’s apartment and had coffe: Mr.$ 
with her. Mrs. | 
Mr. Sotomon. Did you hear from Jim later that morning? Mr.$ 
Mrs. Rozerts. Yes, about 11 o’clock he called me there. cost in I 
Mr. Soromon. And what was the conversation? What did he tell Mrs. 
you? they spe 
Mrs. Roperts. He told me to come right home, something had come Mr. § 
up and he had to see me immediately. Mrs. 
Mr. Sotomon. Did you go? a day. 
Mrs. Roperts. Yes; I did. Mr. § 
Mr. Sotomon. What did he tell you? they su 
Mrs. Rozerrs. He told me Lieutenant Carper had called him and Mrs. 
there was going to be a mass raid that evening. Mr. | 
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Mrs. Roperts. A mass raid. 

Mr. Soromon. A mass raid ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. Did he tell you anything else that Lieutenant Carper 
told him ¢ 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, Lieutenant Carper had said that if we were in 
the apartment when they came, he would have to take us downtown. 

Mr. Soromon. Was there any reason given for that ? 

Mrs. Ronerts. Warrants had been sworn. 

Mr. SoLtomon. What kind of warrants; do you remember? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, I don’t know what kind of warrants, but I do 
know they had a search warrant and they had a warrant for Jim. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you do? 

Mrs. Roperts. I packed a suitcase and went back to the same 
friend’s house. 

Mr. Soromon. I see. And were you later arrested ? 

Mrs. Roserts. I was arrested the next morning. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you make bond? 

Mrs. Rogerts. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Soromon. Who arrested you, by the way ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Howard Chappel. 

Mr. Sotomon. The Federal Bureau of Narcotics agent ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. After you got out on bond, where did you stay ? 

Mrs. Rorerts. I stayed with my girl friend. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where was Jim? 

Mrs. Roserts. I really couldn’t say for sure. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was he in the District or out of the District ? 

Mrs. Roperts. He was in the District. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you hear from him? 

Mrs. Roserrs. He called me two or three times every day. 

Mr. Sotomon. And where was your Cadillac all this time? 

Mrs. Roperts. In Capital Cadillac. 

Mr. Soromon. Mrs. Roberts, have you ever taken drugs? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No, sir; I haven't. 

Mr. Sotomon. Have you ever taken cocaine or heroin or marijuana? 

Mrs. Rozerts. I used to smoke mar ijuana. 

Mr. Soromon. In what quantity ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Oh, two or three a day, I guess. 

Mr. Soromon. For what period of time? 

Mrs. Roperts. I really couldn’t say 

Mr. Sotomon. Would you describe for the committee the effects, the 
cost in money of a narcotic habit? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Well, from my knowledge of the narcotic addict, 
they spend everything they have on narcotics. 

Mr. Sotomon. About how much money ? 

Mrs. Roperts. I think the average habit runs around $25 or $30 
a day. 

Mr. Soromon. And most of the addicts that you knew, how did 
they support their habit? 

Mrs. Ropzertrs. Most addicts are shoplifters. 

Mr. Sotomon. Mrs. Roberts, has any member of the staff of this 
subcommittee made any promises to you in connection with this testi- 
mony which you have just given the committee ? 
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Mrs. Roserts. No, sir. 

Mr. Sotomon. Has any member of the committee itself made any 
promises to you in connection with the testimony which you have j just 
given ? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, sir. 

Mr. Soromon. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions. 

The CuatrmMan. Senator Welker? 

Senator Weiker. How long have you lived in the District of Co. 
lumbia, Mrs. Roberts? 

Mrs. Roserts. I was born here. 

Senator Weixer. You are 26 years of age? 

Mrs. Rorerts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. When did you start using marijuana ¢ 

Mrs. Rozerts- When I was about 19, I guess. 

Senator Weixer. And how long did you continue to use marijuana! 

Mrs. Roperrs. Oh, until I was arrested. 

Senator WeiKer. And when were you arrested ? 

Mrs. Rorerts. In October of 1949. 

Senator Weiker. Did Jim handle marijuana? 

Mrs. Roprerrs. No, sir; he didn’t. 

Senator Weiker. Where did you get your marijuana? 

Mrs. Roserrs. From a boy. 

Senator WeLker. Who was the boy ? 

Mrs. Roserts. His name is Vincent. He is now in jail. 

Senator Wetker. Where is he in jail? 

Mrs. Rorerts. In the District of Columbia jail. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know when he went to jail? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No; I couldn’t say. 

Senator Werker. Did you continue to buy marijuana from Vincent 
until he was arrested or until you were arrested ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Until I was arrested. Of course, 
buy it from Vincent, Senator. 

Senator Wetker. Where did you get it other times? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, you can buy marijuana almost anywhere. 

Senator Wreiker. Would you favor the committee by telling us? 

Mrs. Rozerrs. Well, there used to be a fellow on Seventh Street; 
buy it from him. I knew him by face. 

Senator Weiker. You knew him by face. 

Mrs. Roserts. I think his name was Jack. 

Senator Wetxker. Jack who? 

Mrs. Rosnerts. I really don’t know. 

Senator Weiter. How did you make contact with Jack? 

Mrs. Rosertrs. What do you mean? 

Senator Weixer. How did you make contact with him? 
meet him on the street ? 

Mrs. Rosertrs. He would be around. 

Senator WeLxer. How did you come to be acquainted with Jack? 

Mrs. Ropsertrs. Well, I don’t remember now, Senator. 

Senator Werker. You do not know where you met him or who 
tipped you off? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Well, I probably met him from someone else, but I 
don’t recall at this time. That was a long time ago. 

Senator Werxer. Well, how long ago was it? 
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Mrs. Roperts. I am 26 now. 

Senator WELKER. You are 26? 

Mrs. Rozerts. That would have been at least 7 years. 

Senator Wetker. About 7 years? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Well, could you tell us where you used to meet 
Jack here in the District ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Well, catch a cab and go to Seventh and T. 

Senator WELKER. Seventh and T. Jack would be there? 

Mrs. Roserts. Usually; yes, sir 

Senator WeLkEr. Did you om e any arrangements with him prior 
to meeting him there? Did you call him? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, sir. 

Senator Welker. You understand, Mrs. Roberts, that the com- 
mittee is interested in ferreting out, if we can, marijuana sellers, 
peddlers, as well as cocaine and everything else ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes; I understand that. 

Senator Weiker. Now, how much did you pay Jack for these 
different purchases ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Fifty cents for a cigarette. 

Senator WeLker. Fifty cents for a cigarette? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. You smoked about three a day, you say ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Oh, sometimes; not always. Some days you don’t 
smoke at all. 

Senator WeLKker. Sometimes you would smoke more than three? 

Mrs. Roserts. I don’t ever recall. 

Senator Wetker. And do you know where Jack is at this time? 

Mrs. Rogers. No; I don’t, Senator. 

Senator WeLKER. Do you know whether or not he is in the business? 

Mrs. Rozerts. I don’t know. 

Senator WeLker. You are pretty well acquainted—aren’t you’— 
with the people in the marijuana and drug business here in the 
District ? 

Mrs. Rorerts. Not for the past 2 years, Senator. 

Senator WeLkeEr. Not for the past 2 years? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. That is since you and Jim were divorced? 

Mrs. Roperts. No; we were just divorced in November, but since 
we have been in trouble we have been separated. I have been with my 
mother. I have been working, and I haven’t had any connection with 
that type of person. 

Senator Wevxer. Prior to the divorce, you were pretty well ac- 
quainted with the handlers of narcotics; weren’t you ? 

Mrs. Roserts. I wouldn’t say that I was, Senator, other than the 
small amount of marijuana that I used myself. I knew no addicts, 
and I had no connection with any until I met and married Jim. 

Senator We.xer. Now, in addition to Jack and Mr. Vincent, can 


you recall anyone else engaged in the narcotics trade? 


Mrs. Ronerrs. No, sir; I can’t. 
Senator Weixer. The only two you remember ? 
Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 
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Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. Can you tell us where Jim got his original capital 
to invest in this narcotics ¢ 

Mrs. Roserts. I believe he bought it on credit, Senator. 

Senator WeLker. He bought it on credit ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Senator WeLtker. Who did he buy it from on credit 

Mrs. Rozerts. I think it was Carmine. 

Senator WeLkrer. Who? 

Mrs. Roserts. Carmine. 

Senator Werker. And will you tell me—keep this in mind: that 
[have missed a couple of days of the hearings and I am way behind— 
who Mr. Carmine was? 

Mrs. Roserts. I never met Carmine, Senator. To the best of my 
knowledge, he was a New York connection. 

Senator Weixer. He was the New York connection, sort of like 
Iggie? 

Mrs. Roserts. He was Iegie’s brother. 

Senator WELKER. Iggie's brother. And you know of your own 
knowledge then that Jim bought on credit from Carmine ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Senator Werker. Can you give the committee any information 
as to about how much credit Jim used from Mr. Carmine ? 

Mrs. Roserts. As I say, the original shipment was on credit and 
Jim told me that is was worth $10,000. 

Senator WeLker. $10,000 on credit. And, as the result of the sale 
of that, could you tell the committee about how much profit Jim 
realized ? 

Mrs. Roperts. I really couldn’t say because that first shipment 
went very slowly and you can’t say how much the profit was, and I 
don’t even know whether it was worth $10,000 wholesale or retail. 

Senator WerikeR. From that original shipment, Mrs. Roberts, Jim 
went into business then upon his own. He did not have to require 
credit ? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Now, these large sums of money that you had 
in your possession as a result of the sale of narcotics, did you keep 
a set of books or anything like that ? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Senator Wetker. You would not know from month to month or 
from year to year the profit made, would you ? 

Mrs. Rozerrs. No; I wouldn’t have any idea. 

Senator WeLKer. Could you give an estimate to the committee ? 

Mrs. Roserts. No; I couldn’t give any estimate as to profit, Sen- 
ator. Jim was very casual about his money. I kept the money. When 
Iggie would come down to New York, we usually kept a sort of run- 
ning account with him. We would pay him so much, and usually we 
might owe him a thousand or $1,200, and the next week, the next 
shipment it would be the same thing. 

Senator Weiker. Did Iggie or Carmine require any notes or any 
evidences of the debts that you owed him ? 

Mr. Roserts. No, sir. 
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Senator Wetker. They don’t do that in your business ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Did you or your husband at any time—I am re. 
ferring to Mr. Roberts—ever make any returns to the Federal Bu. 
reau of Internal Revenue? 

Mrs. Rozerts. I don’t know, Senator. I never made any. 

Senator We.xker. You were his wife. 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. | 

Senator Wetker. You did not make any? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No, sir. 

Senator Werxer. And you bought some Cadillacs, or one Cadillac, | 
and a fur coat. Can you give the committee any testimony with re. | 
spect to any other purchases of such magnitude? 

Mrs. Rozerts. I don’t think there were any other such large pur. 
chases. 

Senator Wetker. As far as you recall now you or Jim, either one, 
made no return to the Federal Internal Revenue Bureau ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Not that I can remember. 

Senator Weixer. Now I am interested in this gentleman, Iggie, 
who died last summer ? 

Mrs. Roserts. The summer of 1950. 

Senator Weixer. The summer of 1950. Do you know how Jim 
made his original contact with Iggie? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No; I don’t, Senator. 

Senator Weixer. Could it have been through Carmine and his 
brother ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Well, I really don’t know. As I say, he was in jail 
with one or the other of them, but I don’t know which. 

Senator Wetxker. You can’t help the committee or the counsel by 
telling us if you know where Iggie or Carmine got their source of sup- 
ply of the drug? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No; I don’t know. 

Senator We.xer. Now, when Iggie would come here, would he call 
you from New York? 

Mrs. Rozerts. When he would come? 

Senator Weiker. Yes; when he was delivering a shipment here. 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, we usually knew what day to expect him and he 
would call from the airport to say he was here. 

Senator Weixer. Can you tell us what day it was that you would 
expect him, Mrs. Roberts? P s 

Mrs. Roserts. There wouldn’t be any certain day. As I have said, 
if he came down on a Tuesday, Jim would say, “Well, I will expect 
you Friday” and that would be the way we knew what day to expect 
him. ; 

Senator WeLker. Suppose you ran out of narcotics, would you put 
in a call for Iggie? ; 

Mrs. Roserrs. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. And where did you call? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, the phone number was written down. 
remember what it was right now. 

Senator We.iker. Do you think you could find that for the commit- 
tee, what phone number? 

Mr. Bauman. Senator, we have that. 


T don’t 
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Senator WeLker. You gave the number to the committee? 
Mrs. Roserts. I think they found my old address book and the 
hone number is in it. 
1M. re- Senator WeiKer. And Iggie’s number is there? 
1 Bu.| Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 
Senator WELKER. “When he would get here you testified he would 
come to the airport and then call you and come out to the house? 
Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 
Senator Wre.Lker. He would use just a commercial taxi, I take it? 
Mrs. Roperts. As far as I can remember; yes. 
Senator WeL_ker. Now when was the contact made to Lieutenant 
lillac,| © Carper? When was it that he started receiving pay-offs from you? 
th re- Mrs. Rozerts. In October 1947. 
Senator Weiker. October of 1947. And how much—again I know 
: pur. this i is repetition, if you will pardon me—how much again ? 
Mrs. Rozerts. Yes, sir. 
r one, Senator Weiker. You were paying the lieutenant $500 a month? 
Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 
Senator Weiker. Did you ever make an arrangement to pay Ser- 
Lovie, geant Taylor or anybody else such protection ¢ 
Mrs. Roserrs. I made no such arrangement. 
Senator WeLker. Do you know if your husband Jim did? 
> Jim Mrs. Roperrs. I couldn’t say. 
Senator WELKER. Well, from your testimony here you would cer- 
tainly realize it, wouldn’t you, if Jim had protection from other 
d his officers ? 
| Mrs. Roserts. Well, Sergeant Taylor was Lieutenant Carper’s 





n jail partner, Senator. 

Senator WeLker. I understand that. 
el by Mrs. Roperts. They drove the streets together. Whatever Lieu- 
F sup- tenant Carper did, Sergeant Taylor knew it. 


Senator WeLker. I am merely asking whether or not we can’t get 
some information about a tie-up between you and Jim and Sergeant 
e cal] |) Taylor—— 
Mrs. Roserts. Well, I have already told you the only connection 
I know of, the only time I ever spoke personally to Sergeant Taylor. 


re. Senator WeL_ker. That was about the whisky ¢ 
nd he Mrs. Roperts. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. But of your knowledge, Mrs. Roberts, you don’t 
mould recall any pay-off other than the whisky to Sergeant Taylor? 

Mrs. Rozerts. That is all I can testify to, Senator. 
said. Senator Wetker. At any time was there any pay-off to any other 
xpect officer like the Federal man? 
<pect Mrs. Rozerts. Oh, no, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Weren’t you and Jim a little concerned about 
1 put paying off a municipal policeman and not being sure that the Federal 


Bureau of Narcotics was taken care of ¢ 
Mrs. Roserrs. I never heard of anyone taking care of the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics. 
Senator Weiker. You just figured that that was to be done with 
the local police? 
anit. Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 
Senator WeLKER. I am glad to hear you say that, and I am sure 
most of us agree the Federal Bureau of Narcotics are not that kind. 


don’t 
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Mrs. Roperts. I think the proof of that is that we were arrested 
by Federal officers. 

Senator Weiker. Was anybody else with the officers when they 
arrested you ? ; 

Mrs. Roperrs. No, sir. 
by himself. He was alone when he arrested me. 

Senator WeLKer. Now did Jim ever at any time engage in the 
sale of marijuana? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. For my information, the marijuana business 
isn’t a very profitable business, is it, for the peddler ? 

Mrs. Roserts. That’s right. 

Senator WeLker. That is more or less done by people who don't 
need capital, and it, in effect, isn’t as dangerous as the selling of other 
narcotics, is it? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Well, from my personal experience I would say 
that’s right. 

Senator We_ker. You were arrested by Mr. Howard Chappell? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Did you plead guilty or not guilty to the offense? 

Mrs. Roserts. I pleaded not guilty, Senator. 

Senator WELKER. You were tried by a jury and convicted ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. After your appeal, did you tell Mr. Chappel or 
anybody else about what you told us about this pay-off with Mr. 
Carper ¢ 

Mrs. Roserrs. No, sir. 

Senator We_ker. When did you first disclose this, Mrs. Roberts ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Well, to this committee ? 

Senator Werker. I don’t care who it is, whether to this committee 
or anyone else. 

Mrs. Roserts. I have so testified before the special grand jury. 

Senator WeLker. You told the special grand jury when ? 

Mrs. Roserts. I couldn’t say the date. It’s since I’ve been in jail 
in the last month. 

Senator Wetker. Did you tell some officer prior to going before the 
grand jury? 

Mrs. Roserts. I spoke to Wadden. 

Senator Wertker. Who? 

Mrs. Roserts. Mr. Thomas Wadden. 
torney. 

Senator WELKER. Assistant district attorney ? 

Mrs. Roserts. He asked me whether I would testify to that effect 
before the grand jury, and I did. 

Senator We.ker. And this is your second appearance then in a 
public forum such as this? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. Now there is just one other point, Mrs. Roberts, 
that is not clear tome. When Iggie would bring the narcotics to you, 
as I understood your testimony you were still a bit alarmed that you 
would be caught with the narcotics in your possession and you had 
removed them from your apartment down to the basement ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, that was upon the first occasion of Lieutenant 
Carper visiting the apartment on First Street, but Jim, that was when 
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was forced to keep them there. When his business picked up, the 
Senator Wetker. They were never there because you were afraid 


Mrs. Rozerts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. You were not afraid of the local police ¢ 

Mrs. Rozerts. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Have you ever seen Lieutenant Carper other than 
his picture ¢ 

Mrs. Roserts. I saw him the day I was arrested; yes, sir. 

Senator We._ker. The day you were arrested ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Tell us the occasion of that. 

Mrs. Roserts. That was the 19th of October 1949, and I was taken 
to a room at headquarters and questioned by I don’t know whether 
they were local detectives or Federal men. I believe they were Fed- 
eral men. 7 

Senator We_ker. And what took place in that room? Did Carper 
recognize you or Jim? 

Mrs. Roserts. Jim was not there at that time. 

Senator WeLker. Jim wasn’t there ? 

Mrs. Roperts. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. As I understand your testimony, you had never 
seen Lieutenant Carper prior to that time? 

Mrs. Roserts. No; I had never seen him in person; no, sir. 

Senator Werker. Did he take any part in the questioning of you 
or the investigation ¢ 

Mrs. Roperts. None, whatsoever. 

Senator WeLker. Who did that work, do you recall ? 

Mrs. Roperrs. I couldn’t tell you. I think it was Gabrys, and 
there was a young man there, I don’t know his name. I could describe 
him if you like. He was black haired, wore rimless glasses and had 
a school ring with a blue stone, I think. 

Senator Weiker. As I understand it, the only telephone addresses 
or numbers that you had of this fellow Carper was his police head- 
quarters and the Washington Country Club? 

Mrs. Roserts. I think we had his home phone number but I don’t 
remember what it was, Senator. I had them written down at one time. 

Senator Wetker. Would that phone number be in your book that 
you gave the committee counsel ? 

Mrs. Ropers. I thought that it was, but it wasn’t. 

Senator Weiker. Do you have any idea where it might be? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, I know how you jot a number down on a slip 
of paper or something and then stick it in the book and that probably 
is What happened to it. 

Senator WELKER. Do you ever recall calling the officer at his home? 

Mrs. Ropers. I can’t ever remember calling him at his home. I 
did call him at the country club. 

Senator Weiker. And was that on a number of occasions you called 
him at the country club? 

Mrs. Roserts. I can’t remember there was a number of occasions, I 
wouldn’t say that, no. Maybe once or twice, and I don’t remember 
ever speaking to him there. 
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Senator Werker. It is very important, Mrs. Roberts, for this com. 
mittee to get what we call corroboration, and I am sure you under. 
stand what we mean by that, and I am not trying to unduly burden 
you, but what I am searching for and what the committee is search. | 
ing is for any element of corroboration which is necessary in a Case | 
such as this. Now can you relate to me any date or any approximate | 
date that you called Lieutenant Carper at the Washington Country 
Club? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, sir; I couldn’t give you a date. 

Senator WELKER. "Do you know a year? 

Mrs. Roperrs. Yes, during 1948. 

Senator Weiker. And you couldn’t say whether that was in July 
or January or in the winter ? 

Mrs. Rozerrs. No, I really couldn't. 

Senator WELKER. That i is your best recollection ? 

Mrs. Rosertrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. Did you do the calling, Mrs. 
Jim? . 

Mrs. Roserts. If there was business to take care of, Jim might 
perhaps say, “Get Lieutenant Carper on the phone,” but Jim took 
care of all the actual business with Lieutenant C arper himself. 

Senator Wetker. Did you yourself ever call the lieutenant at the 
country club? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, I did call him there one time 
him to call Jim back. 

Senator WELKER. 
back? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, I don’t remember. 

Senator We.ker. Did you have any idea when this officer would be 
at the country club? 

Mrs. Roserts. No. I think I would probably call—Jim would 
say, “Call him at the country club.” 

Senator Werker. Jim would know then whether or not he was 
playing golf or cards at the country club or whether or not he was 
doing his job on the Police Dep: irtment ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. You can’t give us any date, whether it was a 
w eekday , Sunday, or Saturday ? 

Mrs. Ronerts. No, I would like to, Senator, but I am not able to. 

Senator Wetxker. I am very much interested, Mrs. Roberts, at this 
time—you testified Lieutenant Carper told Jim they had a sale on 
him ? 

Mrs. Rorerts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Can you relate that again to me? IT just made 
some notes here and I would like to have ‘that testimony again. 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, of course you understand this was what Jim 
repeated to me. 

Senator Werker. Yes, I understand. 

Mrs. Roserts. He had told me that Lieutenant Carper said that 
he had seen him make a sale the previous night and he described 
to Jim the clothes he was wearing and told him who he had made 
the sale to. 

Senator WELKER. 
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Mrs. Roperts. That would be in November; around the middle of 


’ November, I imagine. 


Senator Wetker. November of what year? 
Mrs. Roperts. 1947. 
Senator WeLxKer. 1947, and that is before the pay-off took place; 


is that right? 


Mrs. Kopertrs. That was the day the pay-off was arranged. 

Senator WeLker. That was the day the pay-off was arranged? 

Mrs. Ropserts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And you knew that Jim had made the sale 

Mrs. Roserts. I knew from Jim’s word that he had made such a 
sale; yes. 

Senator Wetkxer. And I take it Jim did not deny it to Lieutenant 
Carper ? 

Mrs. Roserts. I don’t think so; no, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. You were not present when this conversation was 
had with the heutenant ? 

Mrs. Roserts. No; I was in the adjoining room. 

Senator WeLKer. You are merely relating what Jim told you? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. As a result of that accusation by the lieutenant 
against Jim, this arrangement of $500 per month was arrived at? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wevker. And the first pay-off, as I recall, was something 
like $270 or $370; is that right? 

Mrs. Roperrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Why wasn’t it $500? 

Mrs. Ropserts. Well, Jim gave him what money he had then. 

Senator Weixker. All he had on him? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir; except maybe six or seven dollars. 

Senator Wetxer. And then from that time on the pay-off was the 
first of every month, or what? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. How was the pay-off executed; can you tell us? 

Mrs. Roserts. No; I couldn’t tell you. 

Senator WeLkKer. Well, it wasn’t done in the apartment ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. No, sir. 

Senator WetkeEr. It was done by Jim with the lieutenant? 

Mrs. Roperrs. Yes. 

Senator WeLkKer. Did Jim come to you for money ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Usually; yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. Well, how much money would he ask for? 

Mrs. Roserts. He would ask for Carper’s money and I would give 
him $500. 

Senator Wetker. He would ask for Carper’s money ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Did he ever ask for any other money for pay-off 
to any officers in the District here; do you recall ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, no; not that I know of. 

Senator Weiker. You and Jim were never concerned about any 
other officer who might make an arrest ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, the situation, I think, is this: If any other 
type of officer makes a narcotics arrest, he must turn the case over to 
the narcotics squad. 
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Senator Wretxer. And none of those arrests were ever made / 
Mrs. Roserrs. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. So, therefore, none were turned over 
cotics squad ? 

ee ies No. 

Senator We.ker. Your identification of Lieutenant Carper is only, 
then, by virtue of telephone conversation ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. He would address you as “Mr. C.”? 

Mrs. Roperts. That was the first two or three times he 
that I recognized his voice. 

Senator Weixer. And the only time you have heard his voice is 
these many conversations, and I take it you have heard him speak 
down at police headquarters when you were arrested / 

Mrs. Roxerts. I don’t think he said a word down at police head 
quarters. 

Senator WELKER. 
this money in it? 

Mrs. Roserts. Shortly before our arrest, the apartment was broke 
into. The strongbox was stolen. 

Senator Weiker. The strongbox was stolen ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Any money in it? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir; $1,600. 

Senator WeL_Kker. How much ? 

Mrs. Roperts. $1,600. 

Senator We_ker. Did you make a report of that? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. To what, the burglary group? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No; we called the Tenth Precinct. 
in No. 10 at that time, and that’s who we called, o1 
called. 

Senator We.ker. You did not call Lieutenant Carper ? 

Mrs. Rogerts. No, sir. 

Senator We.ker. I think that’s all. 

The CHatrMan. Senator Pastore? 

Senator Pasrorr. There are only several questions I would like to 
ask you, Mrs. Roberts. It has to do more with the distribution of 
this drug, this dope. You say that when they delivered the dope to 
you from New York, they came to your apartment and it stayed there 
for about 10 minutes at the most ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. Then who came to call for this dope? 

Mrs. Roserts. The boy who drove for Jim. 

Senator Pasrore. And have you any knowledge at all as to how it 
was distributed ? 

Mrs. Roperts. No. 

Senator Pasrorr. In what fashion ? 

Mrs. Roserts. No, sir; I haven't. 

Senator Pasrorr. During the time that you and your husband or 
former husband were engaged i in these operations, would you say that 
your former husband was the prime outlet for the distribution of this 
drug in this District? 
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Mrs. Roserrs. In my opinion; yes. 

Senator Pastore. Were there any conversations between you and 
your husband as they were assoc iated with this Lieutenant Carper 
that gives you a basis for that opinion ¢ 

Mrs. Rogerts. Well, I think that any small dealer who did business 
was more or less forced to do business with Jim. 

Senator Pasrore. By whom ? 

Mrs. Ronerts. Well, the grapevine is a powerful thing, Senator. 
I think you will find that most of the dealers in W ashington knew 
that Jim was protected by Lieutenant Carper. 

Senator Pasrore. Are you familiar with the habits of these people 
who are addicted to the taking of drugs? 

Mrs. Roperts. Well, fairly so. 

Senator Pasrorr. I see. Now, would you say that the habit was 
pretty widespread in this District, based upon the amount of drug 
that you carried or distributed ¢ 

Mrs. Ronerrs. Well, 1 couldn’t estimate that, Senator. 

Senator Pasrore. You are familiar with the f fact there is a mixed 
population in this District ¢ 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Would you say that your distribution of the drug 
was more with one color of people than with another ? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes; I would say so, offhand. 

Senator Pasrore. Will you elaborate on that? 

Mrs. Roserrs. I think that Jim did most of the Negro business. 

Senator Pasrorr. Have you any idea who was doing the business 
with the white population, so to speak ? 

Mrs. Ropnerts. I have never heard of a white big dealer. 

Senator Pasrore. How many people would you say that your hus- 
band had under him for the distribution of this drug? 

Mrs. Roserts. I really don’t know. 

Senator Pasrorr. Well, you do know that when you wanted mari- 
juana cigarettes yourself, you had to go to a particular place to 
buy it? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes; I know that. 

Senator Pastore. Do you know anything at all about the distri- 
bution of the drug that you and your husband were handling ¢ 

Mrs. Roserrs. No; because I didn’t distribute it. 

Senator Pasrore. Now, this other question is the last question. I 
am just curious about it. You do say you did take marijuana ciga- 
rettes yourself ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. And yet you did deal in heroin and other forms 
of drugs? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. What kept you away from these other forms of 
drugs? I am just curious about it. 

Mrs. Rorerts. I don’t know. 

Senator Pasrorr. You are a very intelligent girl. Do you think it 
was mental restraint more than anything else, or what? 

Mrs. Roperts. Well, perhaps. 

Senator Pastore. Why did you take marijuana? 

Mrs. Roserts. In my opinion, marijuana is no worse than whisky. 
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Senator Pastore. Say that again. 

Mrs. Rogerts. I say in my opinion marijuana is 
whisky. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Senator Hunt. 


Senator Hunt. Did you talk to Lieutenant Carper over the phone | 


a sufficient number of times to learn to recognize his voice? 

Mrs. Rosrrts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunr. The morning that he came to the apartment, if | 
remember your testimony, you and your husband were still in bed. 
There was a knock at the door, your husband got up and answered the 
door; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Ronerts. Well, I couldn’t say that there was a knock. When 
I woke up he was already up. 

Senator Hunt. And did that conversation take place in an adjacent 
room ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes; in the very next room. 

Senator Hunt. The door, I assume, was closed ? 

Mrs. Rozerts. No, it wasn’t closed. 

Senator Hunr. Could you hear the voices in the adjacent room? 

Mrs. Rozerts. Yes, I could hear voices. I believe that’s what woke 
me. 

Senator Hunt. Could you hear them sufficiently well that you could 
differentiate between the voice of your husband and the voice of the 
other party ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Oh, yes. 

Senator Hunt. Did you know the voice of the other party sufli- 
ciently well that you could say that the voice of the other party was 
the voice of Lieutenant Carper? 

Mrs. Rozerts. From later conversations with him, Senator, yes, | 
believe it was Lieutenant Carper. 

Senator Hunt. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cnarrman. Are there any other questions? 

Senator WeLker. One more, if you please. 

With respect to what happened to the narcotics after the delivery by 
Iggie, I think you testified, in response to Senator Pastore that it was 
delivered to the boy who drove for your husband? 

Mrs. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. What was that boy’s name? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Kermit. 

Senator WeLker. Kermit who? 

Mrs. Roserts. Croxton. 

Senator Wetxer. Do you know, Mrs. Roberts, whether he is still 
here in the District? 

Mrs. Roserts. I believe he is. I haven’t seen him. 

Senator Weiker. He would take the drug and—— 

Mrs. Roserts. He and Jim. 

Senator WeLker (continuing). And deliver 

Mrs. Rozerts. Jim would usually leave with him, and then I would 
take Iggie to the airport. 

Senator WeLker. Kermit, was he engaged in the traffic along with 
you and Jim? 

Mrs. Roserts. Only so far as he drove for Jim. 
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Senator Weiker. Did he get a special compensation for that? 
Mrs. Roperrs. I think he was paid a salary. 

Senator We.ker. Just for chauffeur ¢ 

Mrs. Roserts. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreLiker. And you have no doubt but what Kermit knew 


all about these activities? He knew what he was doing? 


Mrs. Ropserts. Well, he must have known. 

Senator WetKxer. He must have known, and do you recall whether 
or not Kermit had ever been in any narcotic trouble or any trouble of 
any nature ¢ 

Mrs. Roserrs. No, sir; he never had; I know that. 

Senator Wetxer. Brief me upon this subject matter. After Jim 
and Kermit got in the car, they would deliver this drug to different 
pushers throughout the country. 

Mrs. Roserrs. Throughout the city; yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Those people would be the ones that would actu- 
ally go out and sell it; am I correct on that ? 

Mrs. Roserrs. Yes; that’s right. 

Senator Weiker. And I suppose you have given the committee coun- 
sel the names of every one of those sellers that you can recall ? 

Mrs. Roserts. Well, 1 knew very few of them, Senator. Ihave told 
them those that I knew. 

Senator WeLxer. I see. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Soromon. Thank you very much, Mrs. Roberts. 

Senator WeLker. One other question, if you will pardon me. The 
chairman just called a matter to my attention. Was the pay-off to 
Carper always $500 a month or at any time did it go under that or over 
that 

Mrs. Roperts. It could have gone over that. You see, the thing of 
it was we both had a key to the strongbox. If Jim needed a large 
amount of money and I was there, he would ask for it, but, of course, 
if 1 wasn’t there, he went and took it, and there have been any number 
of occasions where he would say, “Give me $200” or “Give me $300.” 
He wouldn't necessarily tell me what it was for. 

Senator Wetker. When you were dispensing the funds, Mrs. Rob- 
erts, do you ever recall any specific incident where it was over $500 a 
month ¢ 

Mrs. Rozerrs. I can’t recall ever giving Jim more than $500 when he 
said, “Give me Carper’s money.” 

Senator Weixker. As far as you recall in all of your dealings with 
the money, you can only recall the sum of $500? 

Mrs. Ronerrs. That is the best of my recollection. 

Senator Werker. Thank you very much, Mrs, Roberts. 

The Crairman. Mrs. Roberts, you may stand aside. 

Mr. Bauman, please call your next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. The next witness is Jack Scott, Mr. Chairman. Will 
you please rise and be sworn ? 

The CHatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give in this case shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so he ‘Ip you God ¢ 

Mr. Scorr. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Be seated. 








546 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TESTIMONY OF HERBERT J. SCOTT, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Mr. Bauman. What is your name? 
Mr. Scorr. Herbert J. Scott. 
Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask our counse] y 


question. The question is, counsel, did you request the appearance of | 


the previous witness or did she volunteer her testimony 4 

Mr. Bauman. We requested the appearance of the previous wit 
ness. We left subpenaes for her as we have for every other witnes 
who has appeared and will appear before the committee. 

Senator Hunr. Was there any reluctance on her part to appear’ 

Mr. Bauman. She has been a cooperative witness and she has trie: 
to be a helpful witness. She has not been eager to appear nor has 
she shirked her responsibility to appear once the request was made. 

Senator Pastore. The fact of the matter is that she is now serving 
a sentence. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. We have had no control over that sentence? \; 
offers or favors were held out to this witness? 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I believe Mr. Solomon brought out in his exam- 
ination of the witness that no promises of any kind were made to he: 
by any member of the subcommittee staff or by the subcommittee, and 
I might inform the committee that each one of these people who is 
presently incarcerated will be asked that question, because I want the 
record to be perfectly clear that in not one case has any member of the 
subcommittee or of the subcommittee staff made any representation 
or promise of any kind to any of these people. 

Have you been sworn, Mr. Scott / 

Mr. Scorr. Yes, sir; yes, I have, 

Mr. Bauman. Have you given your name? 

Mr. Scorr. I have, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live, sir? 

Mr. Scorr. 1178 Morse Street NE. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you speak up! 

Mr. Scorr. 1178 Morse Street NE. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your business or occupation ¢ 

Mr. Scorr. Now I am an adjuster for the Capital Finance Co. 

Mr. Bauman. The Capital Finance Co. ? 

Mr. Scorr. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been so employed / 

Mr. Scorr. About 9 months. 

Mr. Bauman. And what did you do before that? 

Mr. Scorr, I was a house detective at the Dunbar Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. How long were you employed as a house detective 
at the Dunbar Hotel ? 

Mr. Scorr. Approximately 5 years. 

Mr. Bauman. And what were those years, please? 

Mr. Scorr. From August 17, 1946, until May, no, June of 1950 or 
1951, one or the other. 

Mr. Bauman. You were employed there as a house detective 
throughout the entire year of 1949, is that correct? 

Mr. Scorr. That’s right, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. And before I come to that, may I ask, so there will 
be a complete disclosure, have you ever been arrested for any crime 


Mr. Scorr. I have, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. And when was the first time you were so arrested? 
Mr. Scorr. I was arrested back in 1922. 

Mr. Bauman. And what was that for? 

Mr. Scorr. Concealed weapons. 

Mr. Bauman. Carrying concealed weapons? 

Mr. Scorr, That’s right, sir. 

Mr. BatMANn. Were you convicted on that charge / 

Mr. Scorr. I was, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your sentence in that case ? 

Mr. Scorr. Six months. 

Mr. Bauman. That is some 30 years ago. When thereafter were 
you arrested ¢ 
’ Mr. Scorr. I was arrested again, I couldn’t say exactly what time, 
but I think it was in 1928, if Iam not mistaken, 

Mr. Bauman. In 1928? 

Mr. Scorr. I think so. 

Mr. Bauman. And what was the charge at that time? 

Mr. Scorr. The same thing. 

Mr. Bauman. And were you convicted on that one? 

Mr. Scorr. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman, Did you serve any sentence in that connection ? 

Mr. Scorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the sentence ? 

Mr. Scorr. I think that was 45 days. 

Mr. Bauman. 45 days? 

Mr. Scorr. I think it was. Iam not quite sure. 

Mr. Bauman, I am going to again ask you please to keep your 
voice up as best you can. 

Mr. Scorr. All right. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been arrested on any other charge? 

Mr. Scorr. Let’s see 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about offenses as well as crimes, any- 
thing at all. 

Mr. Scorr. Well, I have been arrested before. Well, once for drunk. 

Mr. Bauman. Intoxication ? 

Mr. Scorr. Yes, intoxieation. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that, sir? 

Mr. Scorr. I think that was 1930, if I am not mistaken. IT think 
it was in 1930 or 1931. 

Mr. Bauman. And were you again arrested for intoxication in 
1932 % 

Mr. Scorr. In 1943. 

Mr. Bauman. 19437 

Mr. Scorr. 1943. 

Mr. Bauman. Now have you ever on any other occasion been ar- 
rested for any other crime or offense ? 

Mr. Scorr. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you been arrested for anything since 1943? 

Mr. Scorr. No, I haven't. 
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Mr. Bauman. Now at the present time are you working in two 
jobs? 

Mr. Scorr. I am. 

Mr. BauMaN. One is in this capacity about which you have testified 
for the Capital Credit Co., is that right ? 

Mr. Scorr. That’s right, Capital Finance. 


Mr. Bauman. Capital Finance, thank you. And what is the other | 


job you are presently holding? 

Mr. Scorr. Why, I am in uniform as a special officer. I have five 
places to look after, the Morocco Grill which is Fifteenth and U, that is 
in the Dunbar Hotel, and two tailor shops and two restaurants, two 
on Eighteenth Street, one Fourteenth and U and one in the 1800 
block of Fourteenth Street. 

Mr. Bauman. That is in addition to your regular daytime job, is 
that right ? 

Mr. Scorr. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Scott, during September of 1949 were you 
the house detective at the Dunbar Hotel ? 

Mr. Scorr. I was. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the address of the Dunbar Hotel? 

Mr. Scorr. 2015 Fifteenth Street, NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Scorr. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you at that time know a man by the name of 
James Roberts, also known as Jim Yellow ? 

Mr. Scorr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. How long before that had you known him? 

Mr. Scorr. Well, I had seen Jim years back, oh, I would say in, 
it’s been at least 6 or 7 years since I had seen Jim Yellow. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see Jim during the month of September 
1949 ¢ 

Mr. Scorr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you give the committee any more definite idea 
when during the month it might have been, to the best of your recol- 
lection ? 

Mr. Scorr. Well, the best of my ability, I think it was in September 
in the afternoon between 1 and 3. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him at that time ? 

Mr. Scorr. He came to the office in the basement of the Dunbar 
Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. I am going to again ask you to please keep your 
voice up just a little more. 

Mr. Scorr. He came to the office in the building of the Dunbar 
Hotel which was in the basement, and he sat down in the chair and 
said he wanted to talk to me, told me he had a proposition that I 
could make some money, so I said, “What is it?” He said, “Well, I 


want you to give me a key, get me a key to a room,” and I asked him 
what room it was. Well, he told me. 


Mr. Bauman. What room did he tell you? 

Mr. Scorr. It was B329. 

Mr. Bauman. Whose room was that ? 

Mr. Scorr. That was the room that Jeffers’ two aunts occupied. 
Mr. Bauman. Is Jeffers’ first name Jesse ? 
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n two | | Mr. Scorr. Jesse Jeffers. 
-? Mr. Bsuman. And you say B329 was the room occupied by his two 
ba punts! va 5 die 
stified |) Mr. Scorr. Two aunts, that’s right. 


Mr. Bauman. And was Jesse Jeffers also residing in the hotel at that 
Mime! 
other | } Mr. Scorr. He was. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you remember his room number by any chance? 


‘e five | ) Mr. Scorr. His room was C505, if I am not mistaken. 
hatis |) Mr. Bauman. Jim asked you if you could get him the key to the 


35, two | Jaunt’s room, is that right ? 
1800 | Mr. Scorr. That’s right. 
Mr. Bauman. Continue with that conversation. 
ob, js Mr. Scorr. So I told him, I said, “Well, I don’t know. I'll have to 
istudy that one over. * T said, “1 tell you what you do. Suppose you 
bvive me a little time. Suppose you come back bet ween 4 and 4: 30 and 
e you | #1 'llhave the answer for you.” So at that time he said, “It’s worth $500 
: ito you.” I said, “O. K.” So he left, and as soon as 4 left, I made a 
eall. 
Mr. Bauman. Whom did you call? 
Mr. Scorr. I called the United States Narcotics Bureau. 
Mr. Byuman. Do you remember the name of the man in the United 
States Bureau of Narcotics / 
ie of | Mr. Scorr. I do, Mr. Tom Andrews. 
Mr. Bauman. Mr. Andrews / 
Mr. Scorr. Mr. Andrews, I called him and he wasn’t in the office 
Fand I asked whoever answered the phone to try to reach him at his 
: p home, and they couldn't get him at home. They told me to hold on. 
> They couldn’t get him at his home. so they told me, “We can’t get him 
nber hat neither place. He’s not here and he’s not at-his home,” so I said, 
“As soon as he comes in, tell him to come to the Dunbar Hotel in the 
basement right away just as soon as he can.” Then after I couldn’t 


y in 


idea © get him, then I called Lieutenant Carper. 

acol- | Mr. Bauman. By Lieutenant Carper, do you mean Lieutenant 
| Hialmar H. Carper? 

nber , | Mr. Scorr. Of the Narcotics Squad. 


' 4 Y . 
>» Mr. Bauman. Had you know Lieutenant Carper previously ? 
Mr. Sc oTr. I had. 


bar = )s« Mv. Bauoan. When did you call Lieutenant Carper ? 

| Mr. Scorr. Well, I called him to tell him what was about to take 
‘our | place. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember where you called him ? 

\bar Mr. Scorr. I called him at headquarters. 
and Mr. Bauman. Did you get him in? 
it I Mr. Scorr. I don’t think I got him right away. It was the same 
1. T thing, hold on for a few minutes, and later on I got him. 
him Mr. Bauman. Did you have a telephone conversation with him? 


Mr. Scorr. We would have, but I told him I'd rather not talk to him 
over the phone. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened then ? 

Mr. Scorr. He said he would come right up, up to the hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. How long thereafter did he come? 

Mr. Scorr. It was about, I would say between 20 and 30 minutes. 
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Mr. Bauman. And after about that 30 minutes did he arrive at {| 
Dunbar Hotel ? 

Mr. Scorr. He come to the hotel; that’s right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with him then ?+ 

Mr. Scorr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you say to him and what did he say to you!| 

Mr. Scorr. I told him what the proposition had been. Jim Yello 
had been there and offered me $500 to get him a key for B329, that 
was some stuff up there that he wanted to get, and I thought that }, 
should know it, and I also told him that I had notified Mr. Andrews 
but I couldn’t get him. That’s the reason I had turned the call over 
to the Metropolitan. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any further conversation with Mh; 
Carper ?¢ 

Mr. Scorr. Well, he just said set there and waited until Mr. A: 
drews arrived. We just sit there in the office. So he asked me whit 
room was it, and I told him the stuff is supposed to be in B329. In t)y 
meantime, I called the desk clerk, which was Audley Hutson. He wa; 
in charge. That was to find out if we could get the key to go 
to the room. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you go up to the room? 

Mr. Scorr. We went up to the room, and Mr. Andrews arrived. 

Mr. Bauman. Who went up to the room ? 

Mr. Scorr. Mr. Andrews, Lieutenant Carper, Hutson, and myselt 

Mr. Bauman. Did you search the room ? 

Mr. Scorr. Yes; they did. 

Mr. Bauman. Was anything found? 

Mr. Scorr. Yes; there was. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what it was. 

Mr. Scorr. Well, they searched the room, and in the closet on th 
shelf with a blanket over it was a cardboard box, about that long, wit) 
a top which was broken, and in that box with the broken top and th 
blankets over it was 19 bottles, kind of brownish bottles, with some 
kind of stuff in it, and Mr. Andrews took it down from the shelf and 
laid it on the bed, set it on the bed, and took out a bottle and held 
up. He said, “That’s the real stuff.” It seemed to be European stuff. 
It wasn’t American stuff. It seemed like it’s from England 01 
something. 


Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether thereafter this Jesse Jeffers 


was arrested ? 

Mr. Scorr. Yes; he was. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. James Roberts, alias Jim Yellow. call vo 
back at 4 o’clock or 4:30? : 
Mr. Scorr. No; he didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he come to the hotel that dav? 

Mr. Scorr. No, sir: he did not. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness, sir. 
The CHatrmMan. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunr. I have no questions. 

The CHatrMAN. Senator Welker? 


339 was being occupied by two aunts of Jeffers? 
Mr. Scorr. 329, B329. 


Senator Weiker. Did I understand you to say, Mr. Scott, that this 
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Senator Welker. 329-B. Two aunts? 

Mr. SCOTT. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. And how old were they? , 

Mr. Scorr. Oh, I couldn’t say exactly. I guess between, one of 
them must have been between 30 and 33 years old. You see, he had 
three aunts living there in the building. 

Senator WeLkeEr. And did they have any means of support that you 














Mr. Scorr. The aunts? 

Senator WeLKER. Yes. 

Mr. Scorr. They were both working. One was working at the 
Treasury Department Annex and the other one was working over at 
ihe Sibley Hospital, if I am not mistaken. . , 

Senator WeL_ker. Carper went upstairs with you on this raid, did 
he ¢ 

Mr. Scorr. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Wexker. He is the gentleman—I was interrupted when 
vou were testifying—who pulled open the bottle and said, *’That’s the 
real stuff ¢” 

Mr. Scorr. It was Mr. Andrews. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Scorr. That’s right, sir. 

Senator WELKER. What, if anything, did Carper do there ? 

Mr. Scorr. He was just searching around like the rest of them, 
Mr. Andrews was. 

Senator We_ker. Were these two aunts later arrested ? 

Mr. Scorr. Were they arrested ? 

Senator Wetker. Yes. 

Mr. Scorr. I think they was. I didn’t see them any more until 
after the hearing that they had down at the court. Now I know they 
were questioned later on that evening, but I had gone home then. 

Senator WeLkKer. Mr. Scott, just one more question. In the offense 
you were arrested for, what kind of an offense was it ? 

Mr. Scorr. Gun. 

Senator We.Lker. That is all. 

The Cuairnman. You may stand aside. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you very much. 

The CuarrMan. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Herbert Johnson. 

Mr. Johnson, please rise and be sworn 

Senator Wreiker. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you give 
in the matter now before the committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Jomnson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HERBERT WARREN JOHNSON 


Mr. Bauman. Sit down, sir. What is your name? 
Mr. Jounson. Herbert Warren Johnson. 

Mr. Bauman. Herbert Warren Johnson ? 

Mr. Jounson. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. J-o-h-n-s-o-n? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live, Mr. Johnson ¢ 
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Mr. Jonnson. 1713 H Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, your nickname and name by which you are 


pretty generally known is Bucklejaws, isn’t it / 


Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you are sometimes called Buck? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How old are you, Mr. Johnson? 

Mr. Jounson. Thirty-three. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1936 were you convicted for the unauthorized use | 


of an automobile ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive a prison sentence at that time / 

Mr. Jounson. I think I did: 9 months. 

Mr. Bauman. You say you think you got 9 months? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Johnson, I am going to ask you to speak up a 
little louder because I can barely hear you. You will be helping the 
committee if you just keep your voice up. Will you try to do that / 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunv. It will help, too, Mr. Johnson, if you will place those 
two instruments directly in front of yourself. 


Mr. Bauman. Now, in 1940 were you convicted for tampering with 
an automobile? 


Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember what your sentence was at that 
time? 

Mr. Jounson. Sixty days. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1941 did you receive 6 months for petty larceny? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And in addition to that you were indicted for house- 


breaking and sentenced to 6 to 18 months, and that sentence ran concur- 
rent with the petty larceny sentence; is that right? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1944 were you convicted for violating the Mari- 
juana Tax Act and did you receive a sentence of from 8 months to 2 
years ? 

Mr. Jounson. What year was that? 

Mr. Bauman. In 1944. 

Mr. JoHnson. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been convicted for violating the Mari- 
juana Tax Act? 

Mr. Jounson. In 1945. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you at that time receive the sentence I have just 
mentioned ? 

Mr. Jounson. Eight months to 2 years? 

Mr. BAuman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in addition to those convictions about which I 
have questioned you, you have on numerous other occasions been ar- 
rested but not convicted: is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. You have peddled narcotics, haven't you? 
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Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you start peddling? 
Mr. Jonwnson. In 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you give the committee any idea of the approxi- 


Mr. Jounson. I would say about August 1950. 
Mr. Bauman. How did you happen to start selling narcotics? 
Mr. Jounson. I started selling narcotics—a fellow introduced me to 


Mr. Bauman. I - awfully sorry, I can’t hear you. 

Senator Wetxer. I didn’t, either. 

Mr. Jonnson. A fellow introduced it to me, by the name of Ran- 
dolph Turner. 

Mr. Bauman. A fellow introduced you to Randolph Turner, is 


Mr. Jounson. Introduced me to narcotics. 
Mr. Bauman. Randolph Turner was the one who introduced you 
to narcotics; is that correct ? 
Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. By Randolph Turner you mean a well-known nar- 


Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Sometimes known as Cat, other times as Fish, is that 
right, in addition to that? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. I only bring these things out, sir, so that as they come 
up later in the testimony there will be no question about the person 


You say that Catfish Turner was the one who spoke to you about 


Mr. ~ JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauatan. Will you tell the committee about how that happened ? 
Mr. Jounson. One day I was riding in the car with him and he 


Mr. Bauman. I just don’t hear you, sir. Iam sorry. 
Mr. Jonnson. One day I was riding in the car and he told me 


Mr. Bauman. Yes? At that first time you declined; is that right? 
You did not go into the business 4 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Catfish ever talk to you about that again ? 

Mr. Jounson. It was later, about 2 or 3 weeks later I met him. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you tell the committee where that conversation 
took place? 

Mr. Jounson. On Wilburger Street, if I am not mistaken. 

Mr. Bauman. Wilburger? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that in Washington ? 

Mr. Jounson. Next to the Howard Theater. 

Mr. Bauman. Near the Howard Theater ? Q 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 
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Mr. Bauman. Could you tell the committee what the conversat) 
was at that second time 4 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. He asked if I had made up my mind, so 1 
him Ulltry. I don’t think I know anyone to sell it to. 


Mr. Bauman. Were you using narcotics at that time yourself? | 


Mr. Jounson. I was smoking a little reefer. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, what were the arrangements you made wii 
Catfish about purchasing narcotics at that time / 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, he give me a hundred hats of heroin and , 
hundred hats of cocaine. 

Mr. Bauman. By “hats” you mean capsules or caps; right? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Caps is another word for capsules; right / 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And what did you pay Catfish for that ? 
Mr. Jounson. A dollar a cap. 


Mr. Bauman. What did you sell them for? 

Mr. Jounson. A dollar and a half. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, at this time when Catfish induced you, or you 
and Catfish arranged to go into the business, was there any discussion 
of police protection ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you continue to sell narcotics from Septembe: 
through December of 1950? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. About what was your usual purchase per week? 

Mr. Jounson. The business got better as I went along. I was selling 
about, I would say about 300 hats, the most, a week. 

Mr. Bauman. Three hundred hats a week. What were you selling 
the heroin for? 

Mr. Jounson. I was selling heroin for a dollar and a half. 

Mr. Bauman. How about cocaine, what did that cost you? 

Mr. Jonnson. It cost me a dollar and a quarter; and I sell it for #2 

Mr. Bauman. Now, how did you arrange with Catfish to get your 
narcotics ¢ 

Mr. Jonmnson. Call him at his home. 

Mr. Bauman. Suppose you tell the committee a typical example. 
Supposing I were Catfish and you wanted a supply of narcotics and 
you called me, what would you say to me? 


. 


Mr. Jounson. I would call him and ask him, “Have you got any 


H?” 
Any H? 


Mr. Bauman. 
Yes, sir. 


Mr. JoHnson. 
Mr. Bauman. H is another word for heroin; isn’t that right? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; and what would he say? 

Mr. Jonnson. He would say, “Yeah,” tell me to come on out or that 
he would bring it up. 

Mr. Bauman. Where would you go? 

Mr. Jounson. Go out to his house. 

Mr. Bauman. Where is his house? 

Mr. Jounson. 23 Fifty-second Street SE. 


Mr. Bauman. No. 23 Fifty-second Street SE. ; correct ? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman.. Washington, D. C,? 
| Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. Bauman. When you got there, would it be ready or would you 
have to wait for it? 

Mr. Jomnson. Sometimes I might have to wait 5 or 10 minutes. 

Mr. Bauman. Who would give it to you when you got there? 

Mr. Jounson. He would give it to me. 

Mr. Bauman. Catfish? 

Mr. Jounson. Catfish. 

Mr. Bauman. On any occasion did anybody else give it to you ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. Not at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, during this time where were you operating 
from ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. I started on O Street, and then I went, moved to the 
Dunbar Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. At that time were you and a lady named Nellie Leach 
friendly ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And was Nellie Leach engaged in this business with 
you ¢ 
* Mr. Jounson. She was living with me. 

Mr. Bauman. She was living with you? 

Mr. Jomnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was she helping you and assisting you in the sale of 
these narcotics ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In what lots did you sell, Mr. Johnson? What was 


‘the quantity, what was the size of an order that you would fill— 


1 cap, 10 caps, a hundred caps? 

Mr. Jounson. Under 10 caps would be the least. 

Mr. Bauman. And what would you say would be your biggest? 

Mr. Jounson. Certain occasions you might get a hundred caps. 

Mr. Bauman. Would those occasions be frequent or rare ? 

Mr. Jounson. Very rare. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in January of 1951 did you have a conversa 
tion with Catfish Turner about the scope of your operations ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did that conversation take place? 

Mr. Jounson. I think it was at his house, if I am not mistaken. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what that conversation was. 

Mr. Jounson. He said that he was going to stop handling caps, and 
everybody would have to go on ounce business from now on. 

Mr. Bauman. Did I understand you to say that he was going to 
stop handling caps and that anybody who bought from him would 


_ have to buy it by the ounce? 


Mr. Jounson. Yes. sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you why? 
Mr. Jounson. Because he was too “hot” to be handling caps and 


_ little quantities of dope. 


Mr. Bauman. Your voice is beginning to drop again, Mr. Johnson, 
so will you continue to do as well in that department as you have 
been doing. 

Was the meeting held some time thereafter ? 

Mr. Jounson. No; it wasn’t until after the raid. 
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Mr. Bauman. No; I am not talking about that one after the raid, 
Did you and Cat or anybody else ever discuss the price at which these 
narcotics were to be sold after Cat announced he wasn’t going to sell 
in less than ounce lots? 

Mr. Jonnson. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. About how long after that time that he told that to 
you did you have such a conversation with Catfish ? 

Mr. Jonnson. I estimate about a week. 

Mr. Bauman. Was anybody else there at the time, Mr. Johnson / 

Mr. Jounson. Me and Eddie, I think. and Leon, if I am not mis. 
taken. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember Eddie’s last name? 
Atkins? 

Mr. JoHNsoNn. 

Mr. Bauman. And is Leon, Leon James? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Cat tell you what the price of heroin was going 
to be from there on out ? 

Mr. Jounson. $300. 

Mr. Bauman. $300 for what quantity ? 

Mr. Jounson. For an ounce. 

Mr. Bauman. Was there any change in that price during the year 
1951? 

Mr. Jounson. The price dropped to $275 during the year. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you give us any idea of about when that took 
place? 

Mr. Jonnson. I would say about July. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you tell the committee, please, how many cap- 
sules or hats, as you call them, of uncut heroin you can get from 1 
ounce ? 

Mr. JoHnson. 








Is it Eddie 


Yes, sir. 


I would estimate about 450 to 500. 


Mr. Bauman. Each capsule contains about 1 grain; doesn’t it ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Something near there. 

Mr. Bauman. Now what did you sell these caps of heroin for? 

Mr. Jounson. After I started the ounce business, I started selling 
for a dollar. 

Mr. Bauman. You found that the quantity discount permitted you 


to sell them at a lower price; is that right? 
Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. How did you find business during the year 1951? 
Mr. Jounson. Business got a little better in 51. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know of any reason for that? 
Mr. Jounson. Well, in March I got raided in March, the 16th. 
Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the period until March. 
Mr. Jounson. Business didn’t pick up until after March. 
Mr. Bauman. I see. You were raided on March 16 you say? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you remember who raided you? 
Mr. Jounson. Well, Lieutenant Carper raided me, Josh 
raided me, the Federal narcotics agent. 
Mr. Bauman. Joshua Taylor? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir; and there were three or four more Federal 
agents. I don’t recall their names. 


Taylor 
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Mr. Bauman. On March 16, 1951, you and Nellie Leach were ar- 
ested and charged with the sale and possession of narcotics; is that 
ight ¢ 

> Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BaumAN. Were you indicted on that charge? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened in that case? 

Mr. Jounson. Dismissal; lack of evidence. 

Mr. Bauman. How long were you in jail on that charge? 

Mr. Jounson. About 10 days. 

Mr. Bauman. At about that time or at that same time was Catfish 
‘urner held for investigation ? 

Mr. Jonnson. C atfish came in the house during the time of the raid, 
ind he got locked up along with us. 

Mr. Bauman. And what happened to him ? 
Mr. Jounson. Got charged with investigation; got turned out the 
mext morning. 

» Mr. Bauman. Where were you and Nellie Leach living at this time? 
) Mr. Jounson. 29 S Street NW. 

) Mr. Bauman. Before March 16, 1951, had you ever known Lieuten- 


~ ig ira 5 wl Se aber ncaa 


Sant Carper personally ? 
> Mr. Jounson. No; I didn’t. 
> Mr. Bauman. a you know him by sight ? 
+ Mr. Jounson. I didn’t know him by sight. 
Mr. Bauman. Sometime during the followi ing month, namely April, 
did you see Lieutenant Carper? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes; I did. 
Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him ? 
' Mr. Jounson. Came to my house. 
> Mr. Bauman. And where was that ? 
| Mr. Jounson. 29 S Street NW. | 
Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.; is that right? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Was the indictment about which you have just testi- 
) fied still pending at that time or had it then been dismissed ? 
Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. What do you mean? What is the answer? 
Mr. Jonnson. It was still pending. 
Mr. Bauman. What happened when Carper came into your house 
on this occasion ? 
Mr. Jounson. Mr. Carper come in, and I had a “one-room, kitchen, 
and bath” apartment, and in my bedroom I had a lounging chair 
Mr. Bauman. Will you speak up just a little bit, ple: se # 
; Mr. Jonnson. I hada lounging chair in my bedroom; so, he set. on 
the lounging chair and started to ask me how I think I was going to 
make out about my case. I said “I don’t know.” Then he asked me 
had I seen Cat. T told him I seen him last night; so, he asked me 
could I get in contact with Cat. I said “Yes; I can get in contact 
with him.” So, he told me to have Cat there the next night at 8 
o'clock. 
» Mr. Bauman. Where did he ask you to have Cat the next night at 
' 8 o'clock? 
Mr. Jounson. At my apartment. 
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Mr. Bauman. What did you tell him when he asked you that ? 
Mr. Jounson. I told him I would. 
Mr. Bauman. Now, continue and tell us what happened in conne 

tion with that meeting. 

Mr. Jounson. So, the next night, which was Saturday night, I lei 
about 6:45, along in there. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, before we come to that, did you get in toc} 
with Catfish Turner ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes; I called him that same night at his home. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you tell him? 

Mr. Jounson. I told him that Mr. Carper wanted to see him and 
that he say meet him at my house at 8 o’clock the next day. 

Mr. Bauman. What did Catfish say to you? 

Mr. Jounson. He told me that he would. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember what night of the week the follow. 
ing night was? 

Mr. Jounson. That was Friday night that he told me. 

Mr. Bauman. And what night was arranged for the meeting? 

Mr. Jounson. Which was on Saturday night. 

Mr. Bauman. On Saturday you and Nellie went out to buy soni 
food; is that right? 

Mr. JoHnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What time did you return to your premises? 

Mr. Jonnson. It was about 5 minutes after 8. 

Mr. Bauman. In the evening? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what happened when you got back 
to your home at 5 minutes after 8 on this Saturday evening. 

Mr. Jounson. When I got back to the house at 5 minutes after &, 
I was getting the groceries out of the car and I was getting ready t 
come in the basement, and Pat Malone was standing up on the top of 
steps. He told me, saying, “Carper was just here looking for you.” 

Mr. Bauman. He told you that Mr. Carper was just here looking 
for you. The only reason I am repeating it is, you are not speaking 
loud enough. 

Mr. Jounson. He told me Mr. Carper was there looking for me and 
that he say that he would be back; so, I took the groceries and went 
on into the house. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Catfish Turner there at that time? 

Mr. Jonnson. He drove up about 5 or 10 minutes later. 

Mr. Bauman. And was Lieutenant Carper there when Catfis! 
came ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t think Lieutenant Carper was there because 
Lieutenant Carper run into him later on that night. 

Mr. Bauman. Not at your house, however ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see Catfish later that night ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him? 

Mr. Jonnson. He came by the house. 

Mr. Bauman. About what time? 

Mr. Jounson. It was near 12 o’clock. 

Mr. Bauman. Now tell the committee what the conversation was 


that you had with Catfish Turner at about 12 o’clock at your house. 
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Mr. Jounson. He told me that he had ran into Mr. Carper on his 
tway home and that Mr. Carper there had called and he said Mr. 
‘arper was going to let him know in the next 2 or 3 days about some 
srotection, but he said he didn’t know how much it was going to be at 
he present time. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you next see Catfish Turner ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. I see him every day, but he came back about 4 days 
Mater and told us about Mr. Carper saying about the money. 
> Mr. Bauman. What did he tell you in this conversation that Mr. 
Carper had with you about the money ? 
: 
j 





Mr. Jounson. He told me Mr. Carper say he wanted $300 a month. 
Mr. Bauman. Where did that conversation take piace when he told 
‘you that Mr. Carper wanted $300? 
Mr. Jounson. He was at my house at that time. 
Mr. Bauman. It was there that he told you that Carper wanted $300 
ta month ¢ 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. What else did he tell you? 
Mr. Jounson. So, he told us that we was going to have a meeting; 


Shah erties 


a 
4 


pthat Mr. Carper wanted all the names to all the places that we was 


Joccupying at that time so he would know where we was living that 
snobody would come in there. 
+ Mr. Bauman. Did you have any discussion with him when he told 
tyou that Carper wanted $300 a month, about who was to pay this 
money ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was that ? 
' Mr. Jounson. He told me that I would have to pay $60 a month; 
| Eddie pay $60; Leon, $60, and he put $120 to it. 
>’ Mr. Bauman. Did he say how you were to get this money together ? 
Mr. Jounson. Put away $2 every day. 
Mr. Bauman. Was Nellie Leach present at this conversation ? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
> Mr. Bauman. Now a few days later—I am talking about the con- 
sversation when Catfish told you that you were to pay $60 a month. 

Was Nellie there then ¢ 

| Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now a few days later did you see a group of people 
> somewhere ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that? 

Mr. Jounson. At Cat’s house. 

Mr. Bauman. About how much later? 

Mr. Jounson. I imagine about a week later. 

Mr. Bauman. And that was the address at—I think it’s 23 Fifty- 
second Street; is that not right? 

Mr. JoHnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was there? 

Mr. Jounson. Leon James, Eddie Atkins, Leonard Dixon, Kitty, 


% 


_and I don’t recall who else was present. 


Mr. Bauman. Who is Kitty? 
Mr. Jounson. Catfish’s girl friend. 
Mr. Bauman. Of whom? 
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Mr. Jounson. Catfish. 

Mr. Bauman. Was any conversation held at that time, Mr. Johnson’ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was said at that meeting? 

Mr. JoHnson. Well, he was telling us that Mr. Carper wanted us 
to put our names down and the names of our places; so, everybody— 
we didn’t want to do it. 

Mr. Bauman. Why didn’t you want to do it? 

Mr. Jonnson. We wanted to be by ourselves. 
protection. 

Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. 

Mr. JouHnson. So, we kept on discussing, and we can’t buck him 
We know if we don’t go in he can frame us and put us in jail; so then 
all of us decided that we would put our names and addresses or places 
down. 

Mr. Bauman. How long did this talk go on before you decided to 
put your names and addresses and your places down ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. I imagine it went on about between 1 and 2 hours. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Catfish say anything during this conversation 
about Carper ? 

Mr. Jounson. He kept on saying “If you don’t cooperate, you know 
what Mr. Carper can do to you.” So, after a length of time, we all 
agreed to put our names down on paper and the addresses of our places. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you do that? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any trouble thereafter ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How did you get your narcotics once this arrangement 
was working? 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, we used to call to the house, to Cat’s house, and 
then call up Eddie’s sometimes; that would be where Paul would be 
all the time. He would be the one who delivered it. 

Mr. Bauman. Paul Robinson is that? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was the one who would deliver it ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On how many occasions after that meeting did you 
see Lieutenant Carper at your house? 

Mr. Jounson. Approximately about three times I imagine, along 
in there. 

Mr. Bauman. And where were you living at that time? 

Mr. Jounson. Living at 29 S Street. I 

Mr. Bauman. What was the first such occasion at which you saw 
Lieutenant Carper at your house? 

Mr. Jonson. The first occasion when I got raided. 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t mean that. I mean after that raid that you 
have already described. I am talking about the first time that you 
saw Carper at your house after you and these other people had met 
at Catfish’s house. 

Mr. Jonson. Well, the first time Cat come in the house and got 
$60 for Mr. Carper, and just about 10 minutes later Mr. Carper 
walked in. 

Mr. Bauman. Into your place? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what happened. 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, Mr. Carper went in the kitchen, and Catfish 
‘counted out $300 and said “This is for the thing.” So, he put the rest 
Jof the money back in his pocket and he went on back in the kitchen. 

I didn’t go in the kitchen. 
) Mr. Bauman. Who was in the kitchen when Catfish went back in 
here? 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see what happened in the kitchen? 

Mr. Jounson. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. How long after that time did Lieutenant Carper 
}come to your apartment again ? 

Mr. Jounson. Lieutenant Carper come to my apartment again, I’d 
say, about 15 days later, to be exact. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Catfish come to your house on that same 
Poccasion ? 
) Mr. Jounson. I don’t think Catfish came on this occasion. 
» Mr. Bauman. What happened when Carper came? 
Mr. Jounson. He came in and asked me about 39 S Street; did I 
Shave a room at 39 S Street where I was keeping narcotics. So, I 
Ftold him I did. So, he told me if I had anything in there to move it 
Sout, because he had been getting some complaints. 
Mr. Bauman. What did you ‘tell Lieutenant C arper? 
Mr. Jounson. Told him I didn’t have nothing in there. 
Mr. Bauman. You had already moved out of that place; hadn’t 








Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. At the time Lieutenant Carper told you to get your 
stuff out of there? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
' Mr. Bauman. Did you ever see Catfish and Carper in your premises 
» on another occasion ¢ 
' Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Could you give us any idea of about when that was, 
| Mr. Johnson / 
> Mr. Jounson. That was the end of the next month’s time for the 
| pay-off. Cat and Mr. Carper came in; he got the money—S60. 
Mr. Bauman. From you? 
> Mr. Jounson. From me, and then he counted out $300 on the bed, 
) and Mr. Carper picked it up and put it in his pocket and walked out 
) the door. 
Mr. Bauman. How long did you continue to pay Catfish $60 a 
month / 
| Mr. Jonnson. I'd say about 5 months. 
> Mr. Bauman. During those 5 months did you have any trouble with 
the Police Department ? 
Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. During July or August in 1951 did Catfish tell you 
that he was going to leave W ‘ashington ? Q 
Mr. Jounson. Catfish said that he had told us in August that he 
was going to leave Washington because Mr. Carper had went on his 
vacation. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you remember any other part of that conver- 
sation ¢ 
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Mr. Jounson. And that Mr. Carper had told him for him to si: 
handling stuff and that it would be a raid in November and for hi, 
to leave town. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Catfish stay in town or did he leave town? 

Mr. Jounson. He left town. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him after that ? 

Mr. Jounson. I seen him in Atlantic City when I went to Atlant 
City. 

Mr. Bauman. About when was that / 

Mr. Jounson. That was in August. 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1951 ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see him in New York any time / 

Mr. Jounson. I see him in New York at the Ray Robinson fight. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that in— 

Mr. Jounson. September. 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1951! 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now when Catfish told you about this Novembe 
raid, did he indicate who was going to take over his business while he 
was gone ‘ 

Mr. Jonnson. He told me that Leon was going to take it ove 
while he was gone. 

Mr. Bauman. By Leon you mean Leon James; is that right ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. During the summer of 1951 was a man by the name 
of Wetherbee arrested ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was he arrested ; do you know ? 

Mr. Jounson. To the best of my knowledge I think it was Ninth 
and S NW. 

Mr. Bauman. 
of his arrest? 

Mr. Jounson. 190 pounds of marijuana. 

Mr. Bauman. That was just about the largest haul ever made, 
largest amount ever taken ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On record; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see Catfish Turner after that arrest and the 
confiscation of the marijuana? 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, it was about a week later. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see Catfish ? 

Mr. Jounson. He come by the House one night about, I imagine 
it was about 10—between 10 and 11 o’clock—and he had a pound of 
marijuana, so he asked me could he leave it there all night long, so 
I told him “Yes.” He told me Mr. Carper had just give it to him: 
it was some good reefer from Mexico that he got off of -Wetherbee. 

Mr. Bauman. How long did you hold that pound of marijuana for 
Catfish ? 

Mr. Jounson. He come and got it the next day. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what the price of marijuana was at that 
time? 


Do you know what he was in possession of at the time 
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Mr. Jonnson. To the best of my knowledge I would say about $125 
pound, 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever have any conversation with Catfish 
bbout some heroin that he got from Carper? 

Mr. Jounson. One night i in the car he had—— 

Mr. Bauman. Before you tell us the conversation, I want you to 
ry to fix the time as best you can. 

‘Mr. Jounson. The time of the night ? 
’ Mr. Bauman. No; the time of the y rear, the day. 

' Mr. Jonnson. Well, it was in the summertime 1951. and he had. 
4 would say, about an ounce of heroin and about a half an ounce of 
ocaine. : 

» Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. 
>) Mr. Jomnson. So he told me that Mr. Carper had just give it to 
tim; just raided a joint and give it to him. 

Senator Werker. I did not get that last answer. What was it, 
‘ounsel? Mr. Carper gave it to ‘him ? 

Mr. Bauman. Had just raided a joint and 
Etood the answer to be. 
i Senator Werxer. Thank you. 
> Mr. Bauman. That was during the summer of 1951; is that cor- 
pect! 
' Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

| Mr. Bauman. And where did Catfish have the heroin and the co- 
Maine which he showed to you 4 


| 





give it to him, I under- 


Mr. Jounson. In the dashboard of his ear. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of a car was it ¢ 

Mr. Jomnson. A 1948 Cadillac. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. Oh, 
Hust one last question that I want to ask. Do you remember the night 
ethat you and the others gave the addresses of their places of business 
to ( ‘atfish ? 

t Mr. Jonnson. Yeah. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the addresses of some of the places 
you gave? 

Mr. Jounson. I gave 29S Street and 39 S Street. 

Mr. Bauman. 39 S Street was one of the addresses that you had 
Sviven to Catfish Turner, right 4 
> Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And it was the address about which Lieutenant 
Carper came to you and told you to get your stuff out of there; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. That is all. 

The CuHairman. Are there any questions / 
| Senator Weiker. I have questions but can you have the witness 
pback tomorrow ¢ 
» Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Johnson, you are excused until 10 o’clock to- 
morrow morning. Please stand aside. 

} Inspector Lutz, will you please come forward ¢ 

) Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
pshall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
g you God ? 

= Inspector Lurz. I do, sir. 
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TESTIMONY OF CLARENCE H. LUTZ, INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAY 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Inspector, the Chair has called you on his own 
responsibility to ask you a few questions. 

In view of the testimony that is now before the subcommittee regard. 
ing the acceptance of protection money by a District of Columbia 
police officer on various occasions between the 15th of November 
1947 and the latter part of October 1949, 1 ask you, as a District off. 
cial, to tell the committee who the Superintendent of the Metropolitan 
Police force of the city of Washington was during the time just in- 
dicated. 

Inspector Lurz. It was Maj. Robert J. Barrett, sir. 

The Cuamman. Will you tell the committee to which of the Dis. 
trict Commissioners during that period was assigned the supervision 
of the Metropolitan Police force of the District of Columbia ? 

Inspector Lurz. That is Commissioner John Russell Young, sir. 

The Cuamman. Can you tell the committee who the district at. 
torney of the District of Columbia was during that period ? 

Inspector Lurz. If I am not mistaken, it was Mr. Faye, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Senator Hunt. When you appoint a man like Lieutenant Carper 
as chief of the Narcotics Squad, does all information, all reports. and 
all work in that department channel through Lieutenant Carper then! 

Inspector Lurz. I believe that was the procedure at that time, sir 

Senator Hunt. In other words, if some patrolman on a beat secured 
some information that he thought was vital, he would report that 
to this one man? ; 

Inspector Lurz. He would report it to the Narcotics Squad and, 
of course, if Lieutenant Carper was present, he would take charge of 
it; that is true, sir. 

Senator Hunr. Then for all intents and purposes Lieutenant 
Carper could be called the commanding officer of the Narcotics Squa 
in that all actions of every kind had to channel through his offic: 

Inspector Lurz. That’s right, sir, and he was the contact or liaison 
man with the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. 

Senator Hunr. Out of your experience, answer this question. D 
‘ou think that is a good idea for just one man in a department | 
ave sole control over such a vital work of the police department! 

Inspector Lurz. Well, from the testimony here I don’t think it is a 
very good idea, sir. 

Senator Hunr. That is all. 

Senator Werker. As I understand it, Inspector, that has bee! 
changed now; hasn’t it? 

Inspector Lurz. I am now in charge of several squads, sir, and the) 
of course work under me all on the same floor of headquarters. That 
is on the fifth floor. 

Senator WeLKer. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bauman. May I just state for the record that Inspector Lutz 
during practically none of the periods that have been testified to 
here had anything to do with the direction of the Narcotics Squad. 
His assignment is very recent ; isn’t that right, Inspector ? 

Inspector Lurz. That is right, sir. 


y 
] 
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The Cuarrman. The Chair wants to add that everything that he 
ws ever heard about Inspector Lutz is favorable and encouraging. 

Inspector Lurz. Thank you, Senator. 

The CuHarrman. In the opinion of the Chair, a large majority 
f the police of the District of Columbia are honorable and faithful. 
‘nfortunately, a few have not hesitated to commit the revolting of- 
fense Of accepting bribes from notorious violators of the law. The 
nilty ones should be sent to prison. 

Inspector Lurz. It can’t happen too soon, sir. 

The CuairmMan. The Chair announces that if the district attorney 
luring the period about which we have just inquired, Commissioner 
John Russell Young, or Superintendent Barrett would care to tell 
he people of Washington how the sordid conditions portrayed by the 
yitnesses here during the last 2 days could have existed under their 
joses during the period under consideration without their finding out 
bout them, or doing something to exterminate them, the subcom- 
nittee will, upon request, promptly and gladly provide these three 
ersons an opportunity to be heard in this room so that their testi- 
nony may be broadcast both by radio and television. 

The committee will now take a recess until tomorrow at 10 o'clock 
n the morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon- 
eneat 10 a.m. on Thursday, March 20, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


THURSDAY, MARCH 20, 1952 


Unrrep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Distrricr or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFroRCEMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee reconvened at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
greed to September 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
92, 82d Cong.), in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator Mat- 
ew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, Pastore, Butler (Maryland), and 
Velker. 

Also present: Senator Francis Case of the full committee; Arnold 
Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee, and Harold Solomon, as- 
foclate counsel. 

The CHarrman. The subcommittee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman. Herbert Johnson. Mr. Chairman, this morning this 

itness asked me that he not be televised, and it is my understanding 

f the committee’s ruling where that is the witness’ preference the 
ameras will not be turned on during his testimony. Am I correct 

nsuch an understanding ? 

The Carman. Is he in custody ? 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir; he is not in custody. He is on bail. As I 

nderstood the original ruling of the committee, it was if that was the 
reference of the witness, the cameras would not be directed on him. 

The CuatrmMan. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuamrMAn. Proceed. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF HERBERT WARREN JOHNSON 


Mr. Bauman. Mr. Johnson, you realize that you are still under 
bath in connection with the testimony you gave yesterday; is that 


Mr. JOHNSON, Yes, sir. 

_ }AUMAN. I believe I asked you yesterday—lI am not sure—have 
any member of the sube ‘ommittee staff or any member of the sub- 

oumittee made any promise to you whatsoever in order to induce 

ou to testify ? 

Mr. Jonson. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 
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Mr. Johnson. 
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The Cuarrman. Senator Welker? 

Senator Weiker. How old are you, Mr. Johnson? 
Mr. Jounson. Thirty-three. 

Senator Wetxker. Thirty-three? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Senator WrLKer. Have you had a criminal record prior to your 


arrest ? 


Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKxEr. What has that record been ? 
Mr. Jounson. Grand larceny, petty larceny. 
Senator We.ker. Now, let’s go to the first time you were 
What was that, and when ? 

Mr. Jounson. 1936. 

Senator WeLker. And what was that for? 

Mr. Jounson. Unauthorized use of an automobile. 
Senator We.xer. Unauthorized use of an automobile? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Were you incarcerated as a result of that/ 

Mr. Jounson. Nine months. 

Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Mr. Jounson. I served 9 months. 

Senator We.ker. Now, when were you next arrested, Mr. Johnson! 
Mr. Jounson. 1941, I believe. 

Senator Wetker. And for what? 

Mr. Jonnson. Housebreaking and grand larceny. 
Senator Weixker. Housebreaking and grand larceny. 


arrested, 


Were you 


convicted of that? 


Mr. Jounson. I was convicted of that. 

Senator Weiker. And what was the penalty on that # 

Mr. Jounson. Eighteen months. 

Senator WreLker. And when were you next arrested ? 

Mr. Jonunson. 1945, I believe. 

Senator WeLker. 1945. For what? 

Mr. Jounson. Possession of marijuana. 

Senator Wetker. Possession of marijuana? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

Senator Weriker. Did you serve a sentence for that? 

Mr. Jounson. Eight months to 2 years. 

Senator Wevker. And then were you arrested after that? 
Mr. Jounson. Now. 

Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Mr. Jounson. Arrested in 1951. 

Senator Wevker. 1951; and that is the matter that you are nov 


out on bail on? 


Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And for what offense, Mr. Johnson ? 

Mr. JoHnson. Narcotics. 

Senator Weixer. Narcotics. Would that be marijuana, heroin, of 


what ? 


Mr. Jounson. Heroin. 

Senator WeL_ker. And were you arrested for selling heroin? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. When did you start in the dope business, either 
selling it or associating with dope peddlers # 
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Mr. Jounson. I would say associating more so. First beginning, 
] was associating more so. 

Senator We.krr. Are you a user of narcotics, Mr. Johnson ? 

Mr. Jounson. Nothing but marijuana. 

Senator Weiker. You just smoke reefers ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. How long have you been using marijuana? 

Mr. Jonnson. I'd say about 7 years. 

Senator Werker. Did you ever sell very much marijuana ? 

Mr. Jounson. I’ve never sold any. 

Senator WELKER. You smoked the minor form of dope and sold the 
vicious type of dope like heroin or cocaine, or dope of that kind; isn’t 
that. correct ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.ker. I assume that it is not going too far afield to state 
that you did that because you knew of the violent reaction of he ‘roin, 
cocaine, and some of the greater dopes; is that. correct ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. No, I wouldn't say that. 

Senator WeLker. You got all the desire you wanted from smoking 
marijuana ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. That's right. 

Senator We_ker. When did you first meet this lieutenant that you 
have accused here, Lieutenant Carper ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. I met him at my house. 

Senator WeLker. You met. him in your house in what year / 

Mr. Jounson. In 1951. 

Senator WeLker. 1951. Had you known him prior to that time at 
all ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Only his name. I’ve never known him. 

Senator Weiker. Did you know him to see him, Herbert? 

Mr. Jounson. I only know his name. Before that I’ve never seen 
him. 

Senator WeLker. How did you become acquainted with his name: 
the fact that. he was a man to look out. for, is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonnson. That’s right. 

Senator Weixker. He was the man in charge of narcotics that all of 
you people engaged in the narcotics business wanted to escape; is that 


a fair ener 


Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You met him at your home in 1951 4 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. And even though this be repetition, I want you 
toname the date and the time of that first meeting. 

Mr. Jounson. The date was March the 16th. The time was about 
between 8 and 9 o’clock in the night. 

Senator WeLker. 8 and 9 o’clock at night. Was the man in plain 
clothes Lieutenant C arper ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. Do you recall his dress, how he was dressed that 
evening ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. He had on a gray suit, if I am not mistaken, and 
a white shirt and a tie. 

Senator Weiker. A white shirt and tie? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
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Senator WeLker. Do you remember the color of his shoes? 

Mr. Jonnson. He had on a pair of black shoes. 

Senator Werxer. Black loan Do you remember 
his socks ? 

Mr. Jounson. No; I didn’t see his socks. 

Senator WreLKer. Do you remember the color of his tie? 

Mr. Jounson. No; I don't. 

Senator Werixer. You are certain it was a white shirt? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes; I know it was a white shirt. 

Senator Wetxer. Now, what was the occasion of your meeting the 
lieutenant that night ? 

Mr. Jounson. He was raiding my place? 

Senator Weixer. He was raiding your place / 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLiker. Were any other officers with him? 

Mr. Jounson. It was Joshua Taylor, narcotics agent, and four or 
five more agents. I don’t recall their names. 

Senator Weiker. Four or five agents. And was there any conver. 
sation with you in the absence of the other officers that particular 
night ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator We_ker. You were merely arrested, I assume, taken to jail, 
and that ended your being with Lieutenant Carper that night ? 

Mr. Jonunson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. At that time, Mr. Johnson, was there any ind 
cation to you that Carper was a man that could be had, that if you 
could pay enough money you could escape arrest / 

Mr. JonNson. Well, it was just like anything else. It was all 
through the grapevine. Everybody knowed he was doing wrong. 

Senator WeLKrr. E verybody knew he was doing wrong in your 
profession ; is that correct ! 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And by “profession” 
were selling narcotics. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Not much of a profession at that. I don’t want 
that to go down in the book. But by the grapevine you and other 
peddlers of narcotics knew that Carper was a man who could be 
bought ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. At that time had you made any effort whatsoever 
to buy off Lieutenant Carper? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator Werker. To your knowledge, did you know of any of you 
copeddlers or people engaged i in illicit dope traffic trying to buy him 
oft ? 

Mr. Jounson. Only hearsay. I never knowed of it. 

Senator Werxrr. Only hearsay? Well, we have had a good deal of 
hearsay. Could you tell me about where that came from ? 

Mr. Jounson. It wasn’t but one I know, that was Jim Yellow. 


Senator Werker. Jim Yellow told you at that time that he could 
be had ? 
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Senator Wetker. Were you using Jim. Yellow’s narcotics? Were 
you selling them for him ? 
* Mr. Jonnson. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You were an independent operator? By that I 
mean you had your own business? You got your supply from an out- 
let of your own and not from Jim Yellow ? 

Mr. Jonnson. No, sir, I didn’t get it on my own. I got it from Ran- 
dolph Turner. 

Senator We.ker. Isthat Catfish ? 

Mr. Jounon. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Catfish and Jim Yellow were then in competition, 
[take it ¢ 

Mr. Jounon. I don’t know too much about that. 

Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Mr. Jonnon. I think they was at one time, but I wasn’t connected 
at that time. 

Senator WeL_ker. You knew Catfish to be handling opiates at that 
time and you knew Jim Yellow to be handling them at that time ? 

Mr. Jonnon. The time Jim Yellow was handling real big, I wasn’t 
even in Washington at that time. 

Senator WELKER. You weren't even what ? 

Mr. Jonnon. I wasn’t in Washington when Jim was big. 

Senator WeLKer. When was Jim big? 

Mr. Jounon. 1947; around 1947, I know, and 1949. 

Senator Wevker. 1947 and 1949? 

Mr. Jonson. To 1949. 

Senator WeLker. Then Jim went to jail, as I recall the testimony ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. And he wasn’t big any more, and Catfish came on 
isa big operator ; is that right ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wreiker. Now, after your first meeting with Lieutenant 
Carper in 1951, when did you next see him ? 

Mr. Jounson. About the middle of April. 

Senator Wec_ker. Middle of April of 1951? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. And where was that? 

Mr. Jonnson. 29S Street NW. 

Senator WeLkrr. At 29 § Street. Was that your home, Herbert ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wreikxer. And tell the committee the occasion of your meet- 
ing him there, will you ? 

Mr. Jounson. He come to the house, and I thought it was just 
another raid; so, I opened the door and let him in. He come and sit 
on the lounging chair and start asking me about a case; how I was 
going to make out. I say, “I don’t know”; so then he asked me could 
I get in contact with Cat. I told him, “Yeah”; I could get in contact 
with him. So then he left; told me to have him there 8 o’clock the next 
night. 

Senator WeLker. Was there anyone present when Lieutenant Car- 
per called at your place at the time you have just related ? 

Mr. Jounson. Nellie Leach was present. 

Senator WELKER. Nellie Leach ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Wetker. Is she your girl friend? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Not your wife? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. And did N 
testified about ? 

Mr. Jounson. I am quite sure. 

Senator Weiker. You are quite sure ? 

Mr. JonHnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. She was seated in the room; 

Mr. Jonwnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weker. Prior to the lieutenant’s coming there, 
called = and told you he was coming? 

Mr. Jonson. No, sir. 

Senator We ker. He came there just out of a clear sky? 

Mr. Jonwnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Did you have any idea that he knew you wer 
to be home that night? 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, it wasn’t in the night. 

Senator WeLker. In the daytime. 
sorry. What time of day was it? 

Mr. Jounson. It was about between 2 and 3 o’clock in the day. 

Senator WELKER. Two and 3 in the afternoon ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WetKker. And, without making any date with you at a 
he just came and sat down in the presence of Nellie and asked vo 
about your 

Mr. Jouwnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. How you were coming out ? 

Mr. Jounson. He knew I was on bond anyhow. 

Senator Wertxer. Yes: he knew that. I follow vou on that. Ther 
in the presence of Nellie and yourself, without any prior appointment 
he really made the proposition to you that if you talked with the rig 
kind - money you would be taken care of ? 

Mr. Jounson. He didn’t talk to me about any money. 

Siena ator WeLker. Well, he did tell you that you h: ad better see Cat 
fish and arrange for a meeting 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Did that leave any impression upon your mind, 
Mr. Johnson ? 

Mr. Jounson. Oh, yeah; it left an impression. 

Senator Werker. All right; what was that impression ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. The impression that he wanted some money; that’ 
the only impression that I could—— 

Senator WELKER. 
fix your case; is that right ? 

Mr. Jounson. It was nothing of my 
on that. 

Senator WeLker. I 

Mr. Jounson. It 
indicted on that. 

Senator We.Lker. It was then that he wanted to make a deal wit! 
you so that you could operate in the future; is that correct? 


Nellie hear everything that you have 
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Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator We._ker. And, nothwithstanding the fact that you might 
go to jail for a Jong period of time for the matter you were already 
indicated on, he was making a deal with you for future operations? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Didn't that appear to you to be a little strarige, 
Herbert ; that the man would be wanting to make a deal with you when 
you realized and perhaps anyone with common sense would realize 
you would go to jail for quite a length of time 

Mr. Jounson. He wasn't making no deal with me. He was making 
it with Catfish. If I went, it would just be another man gone. 

Senator We_KreR. May I again, Herbert, have the conversation that 

e had with you about Catfish which left the impression with you 
- your lady friend that he was in to make some money, he, Lieu- 
tenant Carper? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, everybody knowed him; so, it wasn’t nothing 


strange about that. 


Senator WeL_ker. Apparently everybody knew it but, as the chair- 
man of the committee stated yesterday, the executives of the Police 
Department. I want to know, as best I can, why everybody knew it 
and apparently no official knew it in the District ‘of Columbia. 

Mr. Jounson. That's hard to say. I mean I couldn't explain that 
to you. 

Senator WELKER. Now, Herbert, I am taking very seriously your 
testimony, because, as you realize, you are testifying upon a very 
material fact, a fact that has alerted this entire District and ne arly 
the whole Nation—the fact that. we have corruption in the District of 
Columbia Police Department—and I am not trying to mislead you 
orto trap you. 

I merely want to get, if possible, from your examination some 


| corroboration—some legal corroboration—which will sustain your 
; charges and other charge s against this officer. You.understand that? 


Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Now, after meeting with you and Nellie, when was 
the next time that you saw Lieutenant Cc arper ? 

Mr. Jounson. I saw Lieutenant Carper at the end of the month. 

Senator WeLker. At the end of the month? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. And where did you see him then? 

Mr. Jounson. He come to my house. 

Senator We_Ker. He came to your house again ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Senator Wevtker. Did he make an appointment with you at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. He didn’t have to make no appointment with me. 
Catfish come in about 10 minutes before he did and then he came in 
right behind Cat. 

Senator WeLker. Cat came in and then Carper came in right after? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 
_ Senator Weiker. Did Catfish have any conversation with you before 
Carper came in? 

Mr. Jounson. That night? 

Senator WeLKeER. Yes. 
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Mr. Jonnson. Asked me for the money for Mr. Carper. 

Senator Wetxer. He told you why Carper was coming; didn’t 

Mr. Jounson, Sir? 

Senator WeLKer. He told you why Carper was coming; didn’t |i! 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir; he didn’t tell me. 

Senator WeLKer. You mean—so that we understand each other— 
Catfish came 10 minutes ahead of Carper to merely ask you for money! 

Mr. Jonnson. Asked me for the $60. 

Senator Weikxer. Asked you for $60. Did he tell you at that tine 
that Carper was coming over to get the money later? 

Mr. Jounson. No. He hadn't been in there that long before the 
knock come on the door. 

Senator Wreitxer. What I asked you, Herbert, was: Catfish did not 
tell you that Carper would soon be there to pick up the money ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir; didn’t tell me. 

Senator Weiker. Then, 10 minutes after you gave him the S60), 
Lieutenant Carper came in ? 

Mr. Jounson. Come to the door, and I opened the door for him. 

Senator Wetker. Came to the door; you opened it and he came 
in, as I recall your testimony. That is the time that Catfish and 
Carper went into the kitchen. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. Did you look at the lieutenant’s clothes that 
night. What color of suit did he have on? 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t recall. 

Senator Weiker. You don’t recall that ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir; no. 

Senator Werker. The color of his shirt ? 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t recall what he really had on that night. 

Senator WeLker. Sir? 

Mr. Jounson. I wasn’t paying that much attention to him that 
night. I had to—— 

Senator Wetker. You paid more attention to him the first time he 
called at your apartment ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes; because he was coming on a little business 

Senator WeLKer. He was coming on a little business this time, too: 
wasn’t he, Herbert ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes: but it was some bad business that time. 

Senator Weiker. Didn't you think the business of coming to accept 

. bribe that would permit you to engage in the infamous business 
of peddling dope all over the District of Columbia would be pretty 
active business for you ? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, I wasn’t making the arrangements; so, I 
wouldn’t know. 

Senator Wetxer. You weren’t making the arrangements; but the 
time you dug up $60 to give to Catfish you knew you were going 
to have a free bill of health—didn’t you’—to peddle dope in the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. Jounson. You don’t have no other terms. You can do it that 
way or go to jail. 

Senator Wetxer. Well, you did not hesitate to dig up the $60 to 
permit you to run wide open? 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t think nobody else would have in the circun- 
stances, 
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Senator Weiker. You dug up the $60, but you paid little if any 
attention to the descriptive clothes that Mr. Carper may have been 
wearing that night ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. No; I didn’t pay no attention to no clothes that night. 

Senator We.ker. Then, what was done? Carper and Catfish went 
into the kitchen, - you were not able to recall any conversation then / 

Mr, Jounson. I didn’t go into the kitchen. 

Senator WeLker. You did not hear anything? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Was anything said by Carper in the room after 


- he came into the room with Catfis h. and you being present ? 


Mr. Jounson. He didn’t say anything but just walked right into 
the kitchen. 

Senator WeLker. Just walked right into the kitchen ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weikxer. He had been in this apartment before, once before ? 

Mr. Jounson. Oh, he had been in there once before. 

Senator WeiKxer. And he knew, of course, where the kitchen was? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Without saying a word to you or Catfish, he 
walked right through the living room into the kite hen ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. And how long were they in the kitchen? 

Mr. Jonnson. Not too long. Didn't stay there long. 

Senator WeLker. Now after the conference in the kitchen, was any- 
thing said on his way out? 

Mr. Jonnson. No, sir. 

Senator WreLKeErR. Not a word spoken ? 

Mr. Jounson. Didn't say nothing to me. 

Senator WeLker. And then after the lieutenant left, did you have 
a conversation with Catfish ? 

Mr. Jounson. Oh, we talked like we do all the time. 

Senator WeLker. And Catfish told you then that he had made the 
payment and that you were safe to operate? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Did he tell you anything else ? 

Mr. Jounson. He told me they was going ‘to have a meeting, that’s 
all, 

Senator WeLKerR. He told you then you were going to h: ave a meet- 
ing and that is the meeting where you decided the fair trade act—that 
you were going to get so much money for narcotics—at the Dunbar 


| Hotel: is that correct { ? 


Mr. Jonwnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. That was the meeting after this first pay-off, you 
decided to have a monopoly and fix prices where no one could undercut 
you ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Did you have that meeting? 

Mr. Jounson. I think we did. We had it all right. We had it. 

Senator Weiker. You think you did. Now did you or didn’t you, 
Herbert ? 

Mr. Jounson. We had the meeting. 

Senator WELKER. Were you there ? 

Mr. Jonson. Yes, sir. 
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Senator WeLker. And who else was present ? 

Mr. Jounson. Me and Leon, Eddie. 

Senator Weiker. Now let’s have Leon’s last name. 

Mr. Jonnson. Leon James. 

Senator WeLker. Leon James? 

Mr. Jounson. Eddie Atkins. 

Senator We.ker. I am going to take a little time because this com- 
mittee wants to get every name of every friend in this District of 
Columbia and I am going to go at length into this. Now this Leon, 
what was his last name? 

Mr. Jounson. James. 

Senator Weixer. James, known to you to be a dope peddler? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wreiker. Who next? 

Mr. Jounson. Eddie Atkins. 

Senator Weixer. Eddie what? 

Mr. Jounson. Eddie Atkins. 

Senator Weiker. Acton? 

Mr. Jounson. Atkins? 

Senator Weiker. Very well. 

Mr. JowHnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. And who else? 

Mr. Jounson. Leonard Dixon was there. 

Senator Weiker. Leonard Dixon? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wei_ker. And who else, Herbert ! ? 

Mr. Jounson. Catfish’s girl friend, that’s all. 

Senator Wetxker. Catfis h’s girl friend ? 

Mr. JoHnson. ae sir. 

Senator We._ker. What was her name? 

Mr. Jonunson. Her name was Aletha Simpson, I think. 

Senator We_ker. Anybody else that you recall ? 

Mr. Jonunson. No, sir. 

Senator Weriker. Were they, Herbert, to your knowledge, the ma- 
jor handlers and peddlers of dope in the District at that time? 

Mr. Jonnson. I couldn’t say that. 

Senator Weiker. Well, you knew they were principal handlers, 
and by that, Herbert, I mean they handled a lot of dope? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, I 

Senator Weiker. Did you know of any other dope handlers that 
were not there that night / ; 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator Wevker. That was all that you knew of that met in the 
Dunbar that evening? 

Mr. Jonnson. All the rest I knowed was in jail. 

Senator WeLker. All the rest were in jail? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. What room did you meet in in the Dunbar at that 
time? 

Mr. Jounson. In B-428. 

Senator Wetxker. So? 

Mr. Jounson. B-428. 

Senator WreLker. B-428? 


Herbert ? 


And he was there? 


And the date of that meeting agai! 
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Mr. Jonnson. That was the latter part—the first part of May, to be 


F exact. 


Senator Wevker. The first part of May 1951 ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yeah. 

Senator WeL_ker. How do you recall that room number / 

Mr. Jounson. I was living there. 

Senator We_ker. You lived there all the time? 

Mr. Jounson. I had the room there. I wasn't living there but I 
had a room there. 

Senator Wetker. Herbert. did you have several places of abode? 
Did you live several different places 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Can you tell us the places you lived ? 

Mr. Jounson. I was living on S Street. I was living at the Dun- 


P barand Iwas living on O Street. 


Senator WeL_ker. You had three different places, I take i » Herbert, 
because it Was convenient for you to supply different places ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. W - ‘t no dope being sold at all those places. 

Senator Weiker. I did not hear that, Herbert. 

Mr Jonnson. There wasn't no dope being sold at all those places but 
one. That was S Street. 

Senator WELKER. Why did vou have these three rooms ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. | kept a room to sleep in, that’s all I kept it. 

Senator Wetker. Didn’t you sleep at your home / 

Mr. Jounson. Didn't have much peace. 

Senator Weiker. You didn’t have much peace. Why, Herbert ? 

Mr. JomuNson. Somebody wake you up all through the night. 

Senator Weiker. Would that be people who w: anted to make buys; 
is that right ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreLker. People who needed the opiate. 

Now, on the next night that you saw Lieutenant Carper—and this 
is very material, because, as I say, we are seeking corroboration now 
and I want you to be very care ‘ful, as I am sure you will be. When 
did you next see Lieutenant Carper 

Mr. Jounson. The last of the month. 

Senator WeLker. The last of the month: of what month ? 

Mr. Jounson. May. 

Senator WeLker. The last of May of 1951 4 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 


Senator Weiker. And that was in your living room at what 
/ 


address 
Mr. Jounson. 29 S Street. 

Senator WeLker. 29S Street. And who else was present there? 
Mr. Jonson. I don’t think nobody was there but me that night. 
Senator Weiker. And tell us the occasion of that. Tell us all about 
that meeting, will you? What was said, Herbert, and what was 

done 

Mr. Jonson. Cat come in and got the $60 and he and Mr. Carper 
come In together. 

Senator WenLKer. Cat came in, got the $60? 

Mr. Jounson. He and Mr. Carper together. 





-—— 
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Senator Weixer. And at that time they did not even go to the 


kitchen ? 
Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 
Senator Werxer. And I recall your testimony, 
counted out there on the bed; am I right on that ? 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Senator WeLker. You 
counted out ? 
Mr. Jonson. I saw the money when it was put on the bed. 


saw that occasion. 


Senator Weiker. And was it little bills or big bills, Herbert, if you 


remember ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. I’d say 5’s and 10’s, 20’s. 

Senator WELKER. 5’s, 10’s, 20’s. 
mittee any of the conversation had at that time? 
Catfish and what was said by Carper? 

Mr. Jonnson. Cat told him to count it. 
his word ; put it in his pocket. 


Senator WEL KER. Cat told him to count it and he said, “I'll take 


your word for it,” and put it in his pocket ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Do you recall what pocket he put it in? 

Mr. Jounson. In his pants pocket. 

Senator WELKER. So? 

Mr. JoHnson. Pants pocket. 

Senator WeLKeER. His pants pocket ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Which one? 

Mr. Jonson. The one on the right-hand side. 

Senator Werker. The right- hand side. This is very material 
Herbert, as you probably re: ilize because it is one of the bits of testi 
mony whic h shows. according to your testimony, an absolute pay-off 
It is very material to this committee. 
pocket ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.ker. Did he put it into a billfold or just loosely ? 

Mr. Jounson. Put it loose. 

Senator WeLker. He made no attempt to count it? 
Catfish’s word for it ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. Well, h 
counting it on the bed anyhow. 

Senator Weixer. He looked at it as he counted it ? 

Mr. JoHwnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Anything else that evening? 

Mr. Jounson. They left together. 

Senator Weixrr. They left together. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. 
any more‘ 

Mr. Jonnson. I don’t recall any more. 

Senator Weixer. Did the lieutenant say anything to you? 

Mr. Jounson. He asked me how Iw as doing, th: it’s all. 

Senator Wetxer. He asked you how you were doing ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
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Senator WeLKeEr. 
prospering, I take it. 
Mr. Jonnson. Well, I couldn’t say. 
Senator Weiker. And you told him everything was all right ? 
Mr. Jonson. I told him I was all right. 
Senator Weiker. At that time you had no fear that Lieutenant 
money & Carper would be in your way in your business / 
Mr. Jomnson,. No, sir. 
Senator Wriker. You knew then you were in on the fix and there 
if you & was nothing but good business from that time on ? 
Mr. Jomnson. I wouldn’t say that neither. 
Senator We._ker. How long have you known Catfish ? 
ecom-(—& Mr. Jonnson. I’d say practically all my life. 
aid by Senator Werker. I take it by that then that you were young peo- 
ple together ¢ 
d take Mr. Jomnson. Yes, sir. 
Senator Weiker. Were you raised in the same neighborhood ? 
ll take Mr. Jommnson. We were raised on H street but I was raised in the 
1700 block and he was raised in 2200 or 2300. 
Senator Werxer. Herbert, 
Catfish ¢ 
Mr. Jonson. The last time I seen him ? 
Senator Wreiker. Yes. 
Mr. Jounson. I seen him riding by in his car the other 
| was coming to court. 
Senator WeLker. Riding by in his car the other day? 
Mr. Jonson. Yes, sir. 
Senator Wreiker. Is that a Cadillac / 
aterial, Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
of testi- Senator Wereiker. 1 assumed that. You saw 
pay-off. J the other day ¢ 
it front Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 
Senator Wriker. Did you tell any of the officers that 
seen Catfish in the District ¢ 
Mr. Jotrxson. Did I tell them ?¢ 
Senator Wretker. Yes. 
Mr. Jonnson. No, sir. 
Senator Weriker. You know that it is very desirable for 
Fcommittee, the counsel, and everyone to locate Catfish ¢ 
Mr. Jounson. I didn’t know it. 
Senator Weiker. I, in particular,and Tam sure the chairman. We 
swould like to talk to him about this matter. Do you have any idea 
now, Herbert, where Catfish is ¢ 
Mr. Jounson. The papers sa'y he is in jail. 
Senator WeLkek. The papers say he is in jail. And when did he 
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Mr. Jounson, No, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. How long have you known Catfish to be a handle: 
of narcotics, after Mr. Roberts went out of business ? 

Mr. Jounson. I would say around that time. 

Senator Wetker. Have you talked to Catfish about this matter 
since you have disclosed your testimony to either counsel or thi 
committee ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Catfish in his adult life has never been engage: 
in anything other than the sale, peddling of narcotics ? 

Mr. Jounson. I couldn't answer that to be truthful. I don’t knoy 

Senator Weiker. You knew him pretty well. Do you know of |i: 
doing any work other than selling narcotics ¢ 

Mr. JouNnson. He was working for his father at one time to n 
recollection. 

Senator Weiker. What does his father do? 

Mr. Jounson. His father’s got a trucking business. 

Senator Wetker. Have you done anything in the way of work 
other than sell narcotics, Herbert ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. What has that been # 

Mr. Jounson. I worked on the railroad, Atlantic Coast Line. 

Senator WeL_ker. When did you work on the railroad ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. During the war. 

Senator Weiker. Did you sell narcotics or handle any of them 
those days? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. I didn’t know what they was. 

Senator We.iker. Didn't know what they were. Now the last time 
you saw Carper as I understand your testimony was the time of the 
pay-off on the bed ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. Have you ever seen him since that time? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir; he come to my house I think it was the 
middle part of June. 

Senator Weiker. The middle part of June? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And that was the occasion of what ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. He come to my house and asked me about 39 S Street 
and asked me did I have any stuff in the room down there, told me 
that he had been getting some complaints about it. If 1 did, to move 
them. 

Senator Wevker. Herbert, have you ever operated from that ad- 
dress ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. I didn’t operate. I just kept my stuff in there. 

Senator Weiker. You kept your stuff there. And what did you 
tell the lieutenant then ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Told hum I had already moved. 

Senator WeLker. Told him you had already moved it? 

Mr. Jonson. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. Was that place later raided, Herbert? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. 39 S Street ? 

Mr. Jonnson. No, sir. 
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Senator WeL_ker. And did you see him again at any other time / 
Mr. Jounson. When they locked me up. 
Senator WeLker. Going back to the 39 S Street tip-off that he gave 


you, Was anyone present when he made that statement to you ¢ 


Mr. Jounson. Nellie was present. 

Senator WELKER. Sir? : 

Mr. JoHnson. Nellie was present. 

Senator We.Lker. That is your girl friend who was present ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. oi no one else ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. No, si 

Senator WELKER. Then the night he locked you up, did you have 
a conversation with Carper at that time as to why he was arresting 
yout 
~ Mr. Jonnson. That was in the day. 

Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Mr. Jounson, That was in the day. 

Senator Weiker. All right, in the daytime, Herbert. Did you say 
anything to him about it 

Mr. Jounson. I didn't say nothing because all the Federal men was 
around, I didn’t open my mouth. 

Senator Weiker. All the Federal men were there. But you felt a 
little bit concerned that after the man took your money he would be 
part of a raid against you, didn’t you? 

Mr. Jonnson. Oh, sure. 

Senator Weiker. Did he tip you off to this raid the day you were 
arrested ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. I knowed about the raid before in August. 

Senator We_ker. You had known about the raid in August. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_krer. When were you arrested / 

Mr. Jonmnson. I was arrested in November. 

= nator WeLKker. Why did they arrest you, Herbert, for a sale made 

August / 

i “Jounson. Sir? 

Senator WeLKer. Was it for a sale made in August, your arrest 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, I don’t know. I hadn't made no sale. I don't 
know what they arrested me for. 

Senator WeLKker. You tell me that you knew you were going to be 
arrested / 

Mr. Jonnson. No; I didn’t know I was going to be arrested. I said 
I know there was going to be a raid in November. 

Senator Weiker. You knew there was going to be a raid in No- 
vember. How did you know that, Herbert? 

Mr. Jounson. It was told to us. 

Senator WeLkER. Who told you? 

Mr. Jounson. Catfish told us. 

Senator Wetker. Catfish told you? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.ker. Did he tell you who told him? 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Carper. 

Senator Weiker. He told you that Carper had told him that? 

Mr. Jomnson. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Weiker. You believed Catfish, didn’t you? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. You knew that Catfish spoke with authority 
when it came to raids, and so forth? 

Mr. JoHnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Then how did you permit yourself to be caught / 


Mr. Jonnson. I didn’t permit myself to be caught. I wasn’t doing 


anything. 

Senator Weiker. You weren’t doing anything? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. They just walked in and took you; is that correct / 

Mr. Jounson. I was down on Ninth Street. I wasn’t in the house. 

Senator Weiker. But you were arrested notwithstanding that 
fact? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Did you ever ask Catfish to see Carper and find 
out why you were arrested ? 

Mr. Jonson. I have never talked to him since. 

Senator Werikxer. You have never talked to Catfish since? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You have never talked to Carper since? 

Mr. JouHnson. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Notwithstanding the fact that you paid for pro- 
tection, Herbert, you never asked Catfish why you did not get it, or 
you did not ask Carper? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, when I was in jail I couldn't get in contact 
with no Catfish. Certain people you can get contact with. 

Senator Weixer. Did you make any attempt to get in touch with 
Catfish ? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, I mean make an attempt didn’t matter, because 
I couldn’t write him; I couldn’t see him, visit him; he couldn’t visit me. 

Senator WreLker. Herbert, were you the witness who testified to the 
190 pounds of marijuana ? 

Mr. JoHnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Will you tell me that again? Who got that for 
you, or where did the 190 pounds come into this picture ? 

Mr. Jonnson. It was a pound of reefer that Mr. Carper gave Cat, 
come out of that at 

Senator WeLker. Carper gave 1 pound to Catfish ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. sir. 

Senator Weiker. And Catfish gave it to you? 

Mr. Jonnson. He didn’t give “it to me, just left it at the house 
overnight. 

Senator Weixer. He left it at the house overnight ? 

Mr. JoHnson. Yes. 

Senator We_ker. Was Catfish handling marijuana too? 

Mr. JouHnson. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know what Catfish did with that pound 
of marijuana ? 

Mr. Jounson. He smoked it. 

Senator Weiker. Catfish smoked it? 

Mr. Jounson. Yeah. 

Senator WeLker. He didn’t give you any of it? 
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Mr. JoHnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You got some of it 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. How much did you get? 

Mr. Jonnson. I don’t know; I guess about—I would say an ounce. 

Senator WeiKker. How much would a pound of marijuana amount 
to in dollars on the market as of that date, Herbert ? 

Mr. Jounson. The best of my ability I would say about $125. 

Senator Weiker. About $125. Now do you know, Herbert, any- 
thing in your background that would permit you to testify to the 
committee that you knew Carper was giving any other opiates to 
either Catfish, yourself, or any other person for the purpose of being 
resold to the trade? 

Mr. Jounson. He give an ounce of heroin and a half-ounce of 
cocaine one night. 

Senator WeLker. An ounce of heroin, a half an ounce of cocaine. 
About what was the market price for an ounce of heroin? 

Mr. Jounson. I was paying $275. 

Senator WeL_ker. $275. And how about the cocaine? 

Mr. Jonnson. Cocaine was selling for $400 an ounce, I believe, at 
that time. 

Senator WeLker. That would be $200 worth of cocaine. Did you 
or anybody else pay Lieutenant Carper for that ? 

Mr. Jounson. I didn’t. 

Senator WetKer. Do you know of your own knowledge whether or 
not Catfish paid Carper for it ? 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t know. 

Senator Weiker. So far as you know, that was a gift from Carper 
to you? 

Mr. Jounson. As far as I know. 

Senator WeLker. When did you first tell the truth about this mat- 
ter? When did you first decide to come clean, Herbert 

Mr. Jounson. I decided at the district attorney’s oflice after my wife 
had told. 

Senator WeL_ker. You have already testified before the grand jury ? 

Mr. JoHnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Herbert, do you know of anything now, whether 
or not you have told us, about this matter that would help the commit- 
tee and the counsel in its investigation of the dope traflic here in Wash- 
ington ¢ 

Mr, Jounson. To the best of my knowledge I believe you have 
anvbody that’s big. You got them all. Everybody’s in jail. 

Senator WeLKErR. E verybody is in jail? 

Mr. Jounson. That I know, anyhow. 

Senator We.ker. I hope you are correct on that. If you are not 
correct, certainly they are going to think twice before they engage 
in this business, because I am certain that the officers and the dope 
peddlers and you have been alerted to the fact they don’t have a one- 
way street any more in this business. 

Now, do you know any other peddler or any other officers who have 
engaged in the traflic of opiates or who have taken police protection 
from you or anybody that you know in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir; I don’t. 
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Senator Weixer. What was about the best year you ever had 
the sale of narcotics ? 

Mr. JoHnson. 1951, I would say. 

Senator WELKER. 1951? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Do you have any idea how much money you made 
in that year / 

Mr. Jounson. No; I couldn't say how much I made. 

Senator WeLker. Well, would it be $20,000 ¢ 

Mr. Jownson. $20,000 4 

Senator WELKER. $20,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON, No. 

Senator We_Ker. Can you give us any idea / 

Mr. Jounson. Well, Senator, to be exact, positive, which is hard 
to tell beeause as I made the money I would go downtown to buy 
clothes or something like that, and it was hard to count the mone 

Senator Wetxer. I am going to be perfectly frank with you, too, 
Herbert. The reason why I asked the witness yesterday and I: 
asking you about the amount of money you m: ade is that I feel | 
my own heart that you gentlemen haven't made vour returns to the 
Internal Revenue Bureau which you should, and along with this 
committee we are going to bea part of seeing that you are Investigated 
for the evasion of that act as well as the Narcotics Act. 

If you people think that you are going to operate here, serve 18 
months or 16 months without anything else being done to you—and 
as far as this committee is concerned I am quite sure—you are mis- 
taken. Did you account for all of your income to the Federal Internal 
Revenue Bureau / 

Mr. Jounson. Well, I tell vou the truth, all my Income practically 
went with lawyers. 

Senator Wetxer. All your income went to the lawyers ? 

Mr. Jonson. Close to it: all that I ever possessed went to lawyers 

Senator Werxer. Did you ever file any return since you have 
been—— : 

Mr. Jounson. I never filed a return in my life. I had nothing to 
file returns. 

Senator Werker. You didn’t have anything to file returns on. 
From the testimony you have made here before this committee you 
have been selling dope at large profits, and yet you don’t call that 
income ¢/ 

Mr. Jounson. I didn’t say nothing about no large profit. T couldn't 
be making too much profit. I'm paying $275 for dope and I wouldn't 
get over about 400 caps, between 4 and 450. How much profit do 
you think IT am making? 

Senator WeLker. You made pretty good, I'll tell you that. 

Mr. Jounson. You know certain times you don’t get no mone) 
for—— 

Senator WeL_ker. Any man on the corner grocery doesn’t make the 
rate of profit that you do, and he files a return and pays his tax. | 
am going to serve notice upon you and every other dope peddler 
that comes here that I am going to ask the Internal Revenue Bureau 
to make a very c: areful investigation of your return. You boys have 
had it far too easy as far as this committee is concerned, and that is 
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another avenue that we are going to insure you against sunshine for 
quite a little while. 

Now do you know anything else, whether I have asked you, Herbert, 
that will help us in the matter that is before this committee / 

Mr. Jounson. No, I don’t know nothing now. 

Senator Weiker. Thank you very much. 

The CHatrMan. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Johnson, do you know of any other officer con- 
nected with the police department that took any considerable amount 
of interest in the narcotics work in the city ? 

Mr. Jounson. Not to my knowing I don’t. 

Senater Hunr. Did you and those ' you were associated with feel that 
all the narcotic inspection work channeled through one man / 

Mr. Jounson. That’s the way it looked to me. I don’t know. He 
was the head of the Narcotics Squad and I never seen anyone else. 

Senator Hunr. Did you ever have any fear of being contacted or 
bothered by the policemen on any of the beats where you lived at 
various times / 

Mr. Jounson. Well, if the police come there they had to turn the 
case to the Narcotics Squad anyhow. 

Senator Hunr. I did not understand your answer. 

Mr. Jounson. If the police arrested, he would have to give the case 
to the narcotics squad anyhow, 

Senator Hunr. They would arrest you and then turn it over to the 
narcotics squad ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunt. And then the handling of your case from there on 
was under Lieutenant Carper ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunr. In other words, that gave one man in the Police 
Department out of several thousand officers sole control over the 
narcotics work in the District; is that a correct statement / 

Mr. Jounson. That’s what I understood. 

Senator Hunr. That would make it comparatively easy if a member 
of the police force wanted to be crooked, to be so, wouldn't it 4 

Mr. Jounson. I imagine so. 

Senator Hunt. That is all. 

The CuairMaNn. Senator Pastore. 

Senator Pastore. Mr. Johnson, if the story that you have given 
before this committee is the truth, I want to say to you that you have 
rendered a tremendous public service to this District and to this 
country, if what you say 1s true. 

Now, when is the first time that you decided to tell the story that 
you have told here for the past 2 days? 

Mr. JouHnson. Just like I told you; that my wife had went and told 
the story in front of the grand jury, so there wasn’t no other terms. 
[ mean I couldn't tell no lie when it was true. 

Senator Pasrore. You told lies before in your life, haven't you / 

Mr. JoHnson. What? 

Senator Pasrorr. You have told lies before in your life, haven't 
vou ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes; but I can’t stand no more charges. 

Senator Pasrore. Charges for what ? 
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Mr. Jonnson. Perjury. I can’t stand none of them. 

Senator Pasrorr. Were you sworn under oath ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

Senator Pasrorr. When you made the statement ‘ 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. ‘To whom did you make the statement for the firs) 
time / 

Mr. Jounson. Assistant District Attorney Wadden, I think. 

Senator Pastore. Was that the first time you made this stateme 
that you have made here? 

Mr. Jounson. That was the first time; yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. And where was that made / 

Mr. Jonnson. In the grand jury. 

Senator Pasrorr. In the grand jury ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. And you told the grand jury precisely everythi 
that you have told us? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. You told them about this $60 that you contributed 
and that this Lieutenant Carper picked up in your presence? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. And put in his own pocket? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Sen: a Pastore. This is not the first time that you tell that story! 

Mr. Jonnson. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. Were you examined thoroughly by the district 
attorney with reference to that story ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. And then you told that story again to a membe! 
of the staff of this committee ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Now what is the difference in time between whe! 
you first told it to the district attorney and when you told it to a 
member of this staff? How much time intervened ? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, it wasn’t too much time, because it was right 
along there together. 

Senator Pasrorr. After you told the story to the grand jury, were 
you a freeman on bail or were you in jail for any length of time? 

Mr. Jonson. I was in jail. 

Senator Pastore. You were in jail? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Did anybody in jail talk to you about the tes 
mony that you gave to the district attorney ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No. 

Senator Pasrorr. Did you consult with anybody else in jail before 
you gave that story to the district attorney ? 

Mr. Jounson. Not tomy knowing. 

Senator Pastore. Have you any reason why you are so willing to 
tell the story now ? : * 

Mr. Jounson. Why I'm telling it? Because my wife told it, 

I can’t stand no more charges, that’s why. 

Senator Pastore. I see. It is only because you want to clear your 

conscience that you are telling this story? 
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Mr. Jounson. That’s right. 

Senator Pasrore. Were any favors or any rewards held out to you 
by the district attorney when you told him the stor y! 

Mr. JoHNSON. Nobody promised me nothing. 

Senator Pasrore. Before you told that story, had you any reason 
to have any animosity against Lieutenant Carper so as to frame him 
with this story ? 

Mr. Jounson. To frame him? No; I don’t never want to frame 
nobody. 

Senator Pastore. Did Lieutenant Carper ever at any time maltreat 
you, push you around or anything ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. No. 

Senator Pastore. a had never used any violence toward you? 

Mr. Jounson. No, si 

Senator Pasrore. Did you have any reason to have any grudge 

thing against Lieutenant Carper ? 

Mr. Jounson. No; I ain’t got no grudge against him. I think he 
did his duty. 

buted Senator Pasrore. And you told that story to the district attorney 
only because your wife came clean and told the story before and you 
didn’t want to lie? 

Mr. Jounson. That’s right. 

Senator Pasrore. Now when the members of our staff talked to 

story ? you, did they hold out any reward or any favor to you for telling the 
story again ¢ 
strict Mr. Jounson. They didn’t hold out nothing. They didn’t told me 
nothing. 

Senator Pasrore. The story you have been telling here for the past 

ember 2 days you have told before, before the grand jury ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunt. I would like to ask one more question, Mr. Chairman. 

whel During the years that you were peddling narcotics, were you ever 
| to a questioned, called in or questioned extensively heretofore by any officer 
in the District ? 
right Mr. Jounson. I didn’t understand you, Senator. 
Senator Hunt. During the years that you sold narcotics, were you 
. were ever arrested before and taken in and questioned-at length with refer- 
1e? ence to your selling of narcotics ? 

Mr. Jonson. No, sir. 

Senator Hunt. You are, of course, and have told the committee, as 

hey knew, what you were selling ? 

ge Bas sien Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunt. But you were not taken in and questioned by either 
the district attorney, the United States attorney, any city authorities, 
or any members of the police force? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Are there any other questions? Senator Case. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, there was one point I think he was 
bei ag interrogated by Senator Welker on that was not quite clear to me. 
Did I understand, Mr. Johnson, that Catfish told you that Carper 
Was going to conduct a raid? 

r your Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
, Senator Casz. How did he tell you? 
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Mr. Jounson. He told me, said there was going to be a raid i) 
November, and if I wanted I could shut down. 

Senator Case. Well, did he see you personally at the time he tol 
you that? 

Mr. Jounson. Oh yes, personally. 

Senator Casr. Did you ask him for any explanation of why you 
should be raided when you were paying for protection ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Well, he said the Federal men would be in here 
November. They would conduct a raid, not the city. 

Senator Casr. He said that the raid was going to be conducted }y 
the Federal men? 

Mr. Jounson. The Federal men came in here then. They were 
in here in August. 

Senator Case. And not that the raid was going to be conducted by 
Carper? 

Mr. Jounson. That’s right. 

Senator Case. And did he tell you how he learned this? 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Carper told him. 

Senator Case. That Carper told him? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. And so you accepted that as part of the protection 
you were buying that Carper should tell you, tip you off when the 
Federal men were going to make the raid ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. And you understood that Carper could not protect 
you from the Federal men but only from the local police / 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. The witness may stand aside. 

Who is your next witness / 

Mr. Bauman. I should like to recall James Roberts at this time, 
if the Chair please. 

I believe Mr. Roberts is in the hall. Will you call him? 

The Cuairman, Officer, please bring in Mr. Roberts. 

Senator Hunt. This witness has been sworn, hasn't he ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, the witness has been sworn. 

Senator Hunr. You may proceed, Counsel. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF JAMES ROBERTS 


Mr. Bauman. Mr. Roberts, you have been previously sworn,, 

Mr. Roberts, do you remember the first occasion on which you were 
taken over to the grand jury and questioned ? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that, to the best of your recollection! 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I think it was the 18th or 19th of February. 
I think it was on a Wednesday, and I believe that’s the 19th of 
February. ‘ 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1952, is that right? 

Mr. Roperrs. 1952, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see anyone when you got over there? 

Mr. Roperts. Well, when I first went in the office I saw a gentleman 
and he identified himself as Captain Monroe. 
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Mr. Bauman. And was anybody else in the room at the time that 

Captain Monroe identified himself ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I don’t remember. It seems to me a lady came 
in lateron. I think she was a secretar Fa. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Assistant United States Attorney Wadden there 
at any time? 

Mr. Roserts. He wasn’t there when I first went in. I think he came 
in later. He was upstairs. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with Captain Monroe 
when you were in this room ¢ 

Mr. Roperts. I did; yes, I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And I take it the place we are now talking about is 
in the Municipal Court House, Criminal Division, over in Judiciary 
Square; is that right ? 

Mr. Ropers. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your conversation as you best remember it ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, the gist of it was he said that he had some 
information about some payoffs, and he said that he had some infor- 
mation and I knew something about it, which I denied, because I 
wasn’t in a position to say yes or no at that time and I couldn’t commit 
myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he ask you about payoffs with respect to a certain 
individual ¢ 

Mr. Ropnerts. Well, he did; yes, and he said that he had heard or 
understood that I had paid off one of his men, and he asked me did 
| know anything about it or had I, and I asked him, I said, I asked 
him, I said would you accuse an innocent man, and he said no, so then 
| asked him later, I said, “Just how well do you know Lieutenant 
Carper?” He said, “Well, we’ve been friends for a certain period.” 
and he always thought well of him until now. So I knew that what- 
ever | knew I couldn't tell him. 

Mr. Bauman. Why did you feel that way, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, 1 knew quite a bit about the Police Department. 
I since found out later, which I apologize for it, that Captain Monroe 
is an honest policeman, but at. the time I didn’t know him the first 
time I ever saw him and I couldn’t commit myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Why were you afraid to commit yourself to the 
United States attorney’s office and to the police department / 

Mr. Rorerts. Well, I knew quite a bit about the police, and if a 
policeman is fundamentally honest himself and he knows another 
policeman is on to me, they stick together. 

Mr: Bauman. Now were you taken to the grand jury that day? 

Mr. Roperts. I was taken later on upstairs to the gr: and jury. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you sworn there, Mr. Roberts ? 

Mr. Rogers. I was sworn in. 

Mr. Bauman. And were you asked some questions there ? 

Mr. Roserrs. They started to ask me some questions, but I refused 
to testify. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you tell them ? 

Mr. Roserts. I told them that I would like to see my lawyer first. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you taken back to the grand jury on another 
occasion ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Well, at that time Mr. Wadden and the marshal that 
had me in custody took me in the lady’s room and then he went on to 
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explain about the conditions and thus and so, so I said, well, I couldn’ ‘ 
make any comments. He explained everything to me but I still didn 
say anything. 


Mr. Bauman. Were you taken back into the grand jury again on 


that occasion ? J 
Mr. Rozerts. Well, Mr. Wadden left the lady’s room and he left ny 


with the marshal and I asked the marshal—we were beginning to talk 


and he told me that if I knew anything he would advise me to tell it. 
So then I said him his feelings concerning it. He said well, if it was 


him and he knew it, he would tell it. I told him well I couldn’t, not at 
that time. 

Mr. Piuman. Were you taken back into the grand jury ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I was taken back into the gr: and jury. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you asked some questions in the grand j jury? 

Mr. Ronerts. I was asked I mean primarily the same questions. 

Mr. Bauman. And what was your response? 

Mr. Roserts. I said I would have to see my lawyer. 

Mr. Bauman. How long thereafter did you see a representative of 
the staff of this subcommittee ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Of your committee / 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Roserts. Oh, I don’t—it was a long, quite a while after that. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you have conversation with one of the mem- 
bers of this investigative staff? 

Mr. Roperrs. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Bicman. On the first meeting that you had with him, did you 
tell him all the things you have testified to here / 

Mr. Roverrs. Well, I told him that I was afraid to make any state- 
ment in the grand jury room because I couldn’t under the circun- 
stances. 

Mr. Bauman. What were the circumstances / 


Mr. Ropserrs. Well, after I had been there a while, why another 


oflicer came in and I knew this officer, and I knew that any statement 
I made 5 minutes later would be back. 

Mr. Bauman. I didn’t hear that, I am sorry. 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I said I knew that any statement I made, ' 
minutes later the person I made it on, would be back to him. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, after the first meeting you had—who was that 
officer about whom you are testifying ? 

Mr. Roserts. It was Detective Sergeant Furr. 

Senator Weiker. The name again / 

Mr. Ropverts. Detective Sergeant Furr. 

Mr. Bauman. He is in the room, sir, Furr, F-u-r-r. 

Now, Mr. Roberts, did you see these re presentatives of the subcon 
mittee staff on another occasion after the first one you have testified to! 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I was brought back the next day and I was asked 
primarily the same questions, and then I asked Mr. Wadden would he 


contact my lawyer for me, and they sent for my lawyer and they came 
in. 


We went into an anteroom to talk, and I explained to my lawyer why 
that I couldn’t say anything and I wouldn't say anything, not unde! 
those circumstances. Mr. W adden, I felt, was all right, and I felt Mr. 
Irelan was, but I don’t think the vy knew who they were surrounded by. 
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Mr. Bauman. Now, you did talk to a member of the subcommittee 
staff, is that es and eventually myself; is that right / 

Mr. Ropers. I cid; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Why ‘did you feel any freer to talk to a member of 
the staff of this subcommittee than you did to the other people ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I felt that it was a little different. 

Mr. Bauman. Why? What was different about it? 

Mr. Roserts. I had a different feeling. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the feeling you had, Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Roserts. I felt that probably I may get some justice. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I meant that whatever I said or testified to 
would be in strictest confidence. 

Mr. Bauman. And before that testimony was taken here, we ob- 
tained your agreement to come here and testify; is that correct é 

Mr. Roperrs. You did; yes. 

ir. BauMAN. Did we in any way break confidence with you? 

Mr. Roverts. No, you didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

The CuHarrMAN. Senator Welker? 

Senator WEL KER. Mr. Roberts, what was the name of the marshal 
that had you in custody ? 

Mr. Rozerts. I had never asked the marshal’s name. I guess they 
have his name, 

Senator WeLker. And who was he with when you were together 
just before Mr. Wadden left the room and Jeft you alone with the 
marshal? Was Wadden and anybody else present / 

Mr. Ronerts. Yes; Detective Sergeant Furr came in. 

Senator Weiker. Detective Sergeant Furr and Wadden? 

Mr. Roserts. Mr. Wadden came in later. He was upstairs. 

Senator Wetker. But the man that had you in custody, you don’t 
recall his name / 

Mr. Roperts. I never asked his name. 

Senator Werker. But he advised you to tell the truth ? 

Mr. Roperrs. He advised me to tell the truth, yes. 

Senator We.tker. But you did not tell the truth that day ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I couldn't. 

Senator Wertker. I understand that. How many days later was 
it, Mr. Roberts—— 

Mr. Roserts. The next day. 

Senator WeLKer. The next day you decided to tell the truth? 

Mr. Roperrs. I did. 

Senator WeLker. As I recall it, you were taken to the grand jury 
twice ¢ 

Mr. Roserrs. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. And under your rights, you refused to testify ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, under oath I would liked to have told the truth, 
but under the circumstances I couldn't. 

Senator Weiker. And that was because you did not have any 
confidence in the Police Department and the investigating officials? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, that’s right. 

Senator WELKER. How many times did you refuse? Was it two or 
three times? Twice to the grand jury, and you refused to tell this 
ollicer? What was his name? Captain—— 
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Mr. Rosertrs. Captain Monroe. 

Senator Weixer. Captain Monroe; you refused to tell him any 
thing? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes. 


Senator Werxer. After you had your conference with your 


attorney ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. The next day. 

Senator Weixer. You still refused to say anything about it? 

Mr. Roserts. My attorney advised me not to say anything then. 

Senator Weixer. And at the time, Mr. Roberts, you were befor 
the grand jury you were then serving a sentence for the offense you 
were convicted of: is that right ? 

Mr. Roserts. I was, yes. 

Senator We.ker. And of course you realized there wasn’t anything 
that this committee or the grand jury could do in the way of repay 
iment to you for anything you might testify about ! 

Mr. Roserrs. No. 

Senator Weiker. You haven't received any promises from th 
committee or from anyone ‘ 

Mr. Roserts. I haven’t, no. 

Senator We._ker. Mr. Roberts, do you recall anything that you hay 
testified to about here that might be of interest to this committee, | 
mean the investigation that we are making? Have you thought of 
anything you would like to tell us since you were here last? 

Mr. Roserts. I can’t think of anything. 

Senator We.ker. Thank you. That is all. 

Senator Pasrorr. Mr. Roberts, are you familiar with the fact that 
your former wife, Tinky, has testified before the grand jury and befor 
this committee ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Well, at the time, until I read it in the paper. 

Senator Pasrore. When did you read it in the paper for the firs 
time / 

Mr. Roserts. The first time I read it was on George Washington's 
birthday. 

Senator Pasrore. This past year? 

Mr. Rorerts. This past year. 

Senator Pasrore. Now, how long have you been in jail ? 

Mr. Roserts. Since February the 6th. 

Senator Pasrore. Have you had contact with vour wife. vow 
former wife, since you have been in jail é . 

Mr. Rozerts. No. The only time, when they took us to Judge Letts’ 
court. 3 

Senator Pasrorr. Have you ever had an opportunity to discuss wit! 
her this business of testifving before the grand jury and testifying 
before this committee / 

Mr. Roserrs. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. There has been no contact between vou and Tink\ 
as to your testimony here ? 

Mr. Rorerrs. No, sir. 

_ Senator Pastore. And as to her testimony here and before the grand 
Jury ¢ 

Mr. Rogers. That’s right. 

Senator Pasrorr. Are you familiar with the fact that there is quite 
a great deal of consistency between your testimony and hers? 
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Mr. Roserts. Well, from what I read this morning, but other than 
that I didn’t know anything about it. 

Senator Pastore. You want to leave it now on the record and before 
this committee that you have had no communication with your former 
wife as to what her testimony would be before the grand jury or before 
this committee / 

Mr. Roserts. I haven’t seen her, only the last time I saw her it was 
the second day—it was long before that. She hadn’t been to the 
grand jury, and the first day that I went before the grand jury she was 
in the ladies’ side, and the only talk, just yell, you know, across 
the hall, and I spoke to her, and so forth. 

Senator Pastore. What did you speak about? Did you speak about 
your testifying before the grand jury? 

’ Mr. Roperts. She hadn’t testified. I had gone back to jail when 
they took her into the grand-jury room. 

Senator Pastore. Did she tell you that she was going to tell every- 
thing $ 

Mr. Ropers. She screamed that across the-—— 

Senator Pasrorr. She said—— 

Mr. Rogerts. She said, “I am going to tell everything.” 

Senator Pasrore. And that is the only conversation you had 
with her? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, I never was that close to her. 

Senator Pasrore. That is all. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one other question 

I missed your testimony, Mr. Roberts, when you testified here before, 
and I would like to ask you this question: Can you tell the committee 
how did you assume the officers knew of a relationship between you 
and Mr. Carper, Lieutenant Carper ? 

Mr. Roserrs. How did I assume? 

Senator WeLker. Yes. Do you know how they knew it? Had you 
told anybody ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. I mean just who are you referring to? 

Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Mr. Rozerts. Which officer are you referring to / 

Senator WeLker. I mean any. Now, this captain that you related 
about, undoubtedly he suspicioned you having a relationship with 
Lieutenant 

Mr. Ropers. Well, Mr. Wadden told me, in fact he knew quite a 
few things that I had probably forgotten that he related to me while 
we were in the office talking, and Captain Monroe was there, and 
he said he understood I had made some payments. 

Senator WeikKer. Now, that is just the point I want to raise. I 
realize it isn’t competent evidence, but it might be of help to us, Mr. 
Roberts. How do you suppose he learned that ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, after a lengthy conversation he said that he 
had talked to my wife. 

Senator We_ker. That Tinky then made the first disclosure ? 

Mr. Roserrs. I believe so. 

Senator Weiker. He did not tell you what your former wife had 
told him ? 

Mr. Roperts. No: that is all he said to me. 
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Senator WeLKer. From your conversation with Mr. Wadden, I a- 
sume that you knew then from the facts related that your forme, 
wife Tinky ‘had told the officers about it ? 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, I assumed that. 


Senator We.iker. Did you and your former wife go to jail for the 


same offense, or was it different offenses? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, I guess one was different. We were indicted 
I think, on one indictment. She had a separate indictment. 

Senator WeL_Ker. You went up for sale, did you? 

Mr. Ropertrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And did she go up for sale? 

Mr. Roserts. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. What did she go up for? 


Mr. Ropserrts. I think it was transfer or transferee. It’s a technica] 


charge. 


Senator WeLker. What penalty did she get, do you know, Mr. 


Roberts ? 

Mr. Roperts. She got 4 years. 

Senator We_ker. And what did vou get / 

Mr. Roserts. Fifteen. 

Senator We_ker. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bauman. I just want to ask one last question of this witness. 
Just one thing I forgot, Mr. Roberts. You have testified now that 
you did not answer any questions in the grand jury on two occasions. 
At your own trial did you take the stand ? 

Mr. Roperts. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the testimony at your trial? 

Mr. Roperrs. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the testimony of a Federal under- 
cover agent ¢ 

Mr. Rozerts. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did that Federal undercover agent testify in effect 
that you boasted then that you had police connections ? 

Mr. Roserts. He did. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that true? Had you boasted that way, that you 
had police connections? 

Mr. Roserts. It was true. 

Mr. Bauman. That is all. 

What year was that in, please? 

Mr. Roserrs. In 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you. 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Roberts, in your relations with Lieutenant Car- 
per did he ever tell you, did he ever lead you to believe that some of 
the money that you were giving to him was being passed on to any- 
body else ? 

Mr. Roserts. I never asked him. He never told me. 

Senator Hunt. He never suggested that he in turn was paying some 
of the payments you made to him, to other officers ? 

Mr. Rozerts. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Weiker. May I have another question ? 

The Cuatrman. Certainly. 

Senator Weiker. Who did you boast to, Mr. Roberts, that you had 
police protection ¢ 
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Mr. Roserrs. It was an agent, Chappel, name of Chappel. 

Senator Wetker. And was he an undercover man that had been 
making buys of you, or something of that nature? 

Mr. Roserrs. I never sold him anything. 

Senator Wevker. Can you relate the incident about your boasting 
to him that you did have police protection / 

Mr. Roserts. Well, they brought some whisky over to my house 
and we were drinking, so I—in a conversation it came up. T said it. 

Senator Werxker. Did you know at the time, Mr. Roberts, that you 
were talking to an undercover agent? 

Mr. Roserts. No, I didn’t. 

Senator Wetker. When did you find out that he was an undercover 
agent ¢ 
Mr. Roserts. I found out when I got the telephone call. 

Senator Weiker. Telephone call from whom ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. To tell me to leave. 

Senator Weiker. That was from Carper / 

Mr. Roserrs. It was. 

Senator We.iker. Now, one other question. Who handled the 
money when you were married to Tinky, your former wife é 

Mr. Roperts. Well, she always handled money. 

Senator Weker. In other words, she kept it ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, we kept it. I had a strongbox. 

Senator Wetker. And that was kept in your home? 

Mr. Roserts. It was. 

Senator Weiker. Did it have a lock on it? 

Mr. Roperts. It had a lock; yes. 

Senator WELKER. Did she have the key to it? 

Mr. Roperts.: We both had keys. 

Senator WeLkErR. You both had keys. And when you would get 
the money to pay off Carper, would she give it to you ¢ 

Mr. Roserrs. She would always give it to me. 

Senator Wetker. At any time did you ever go in and get it 
yourself ? 

Mr. Roperts. No; I may have at sometime, but as I recall, I always 
told her to get the money together. 

Senator WELKER. Now, you say you may have at some time. This 
is very serious. I want you to recall if you ever did at any time go 
into that strongbox and get the money for a payoff. 

Mr. Rosertrs. Well, I may have at times. I mean, I know on several 
occasions I probably got some money. 

Senator WELKER. Can you relate when you did get the money 
yourself ? 3 

Mr. Ropertrs. Well, I couldn’t exactly recall the dates. I know it 
was around the payment times and I might have gone. 

Senator WELKER. How much did you get ? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it all depended on how much I had in my 
poe ket. i 

Senator WELKER. The payoff was $500 a month ? 

Mr. Roserrs. The payoff went up. As I recall, I got the 500 from 
her and I generally had some money that I collected to make the other 
00. I never told her about it. 


Senator WeLker. You never told Tinky about the rate going up? 
Mr. Roperts. No. 
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Senator Weiker. You merely asked her for the 500? 

Mr. Roserts. For the 500. 

Senator WeL_ker. And then when the rate went up you made up 
the other out of your pocket ¢ 

Mr. Rozerts. I made it myself. ; 

Senator WeLker. Can you give the committee any testimony as to 
your recollection as to how much you paid when the payment went 
up? 

Mr. Roserts. Well, it was 6 or 7 months after I had made my first 
payment, and then they hiked it 5 

Senator WELKER. They hiked it to a thousand ? 

Mr. Rosertrs. That’s right. 

Senator We_ker. And you always had that additional 500 in your 
pocket ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Not always. I sometimes had to collect it. 

Senator WELKER. You sometimes what ¢ 

Mr. Roserts. Sometimes collected it. 

Senator WeLKker. That was from different people ? 

Mr. Roserts. Different people: yes. 

Senator Weiker. Why didn’t you ever 
in payoff ? 

Mr. Rozerts. She would have blew her top. 

Senator Wetker. But she did not blow her top on the 500, did 
she? 

Mr. Rozerts No, she didn’t. 
different. 

Senator WeLker. You were doing very well in the business, as | 
understand your testimony. 

Mr. Ropers. Well, I hadn't done that good. 

Senator WeLker. You had the monopoly, 
were paying off ? 

Mr. Roserts. I had practically a monopoly. 

Senator We_ker. Your wife testified here 
as high as $11,000 in that strongbox. 

Mr. Rozerts. She testified correct. 

Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Mr. Roserts. She was right. 

Senator Werxer. Did you ever have any more than that, Mr. 
Roberts ? , 

Mr. Roserts. I might have. 

Senator WeLker. Can you help us? 

Mr. Roserts. Well. the thing about fast money, I may have had 
more, maybe less. It all depends on how it was. Sometimes I had 
money in my pockets. 

Senator Weixer. Did Tinky object to you, Mr. Roberts, paying 

500 a month? 

Mr. Rogerts. She had no reason to object. She didn’t know it. 

Senator WeLker. She had no reason to object ? 

Mr. Rogerts. She didn’t know it. 

Senator WELKER. She did not know it? 

Mr. Roserts. No. 

Senator WELKER. 


tell Tinky about this raise 


Well, at that time things were a little 


didn't you, when you 


vesterday that she had 


Do you recall of anything— 


What excuse did you give her for getting $500 a 
month which you went to her for? 
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Mr. Roserts. She knew what it was for; the first 500 I asked her 
for she had been getting all the time. 

Senator WELKER. Perhaps I misunde rstood you, Mr. Robe rts, and 
| believe you misunderstood me. She did not object to the original 
pavolt ¢ 

Mr. Rozerrs. She didn’t object. That was a must. 

Senator Weiker. That was a must ? 

Mr. Roserrs. That’s right. 

Senator Weiker. But you never took it up wit 
off any more to Carper ¢ 

Mr. Roperrs. No, I didn't. 

Senator Wei_ker. And the reason why you did not was because you 
vere atraid she would blow her top? 

Mr. Ropers. Well, she is a very excitable person. 

Senator Wetker. Well, I understand that, but she was in quite 
business to get excited over. 

Mr. Roverts. Well, I never allowed her to participate in my busi- 
ness, and I’m like any other man, I don’t tell a woman all the money 
] eo 

Senator Werxer. You did not allow her to participate in your 
business, Mr. Roberts ? 

Mr. Rozerts. I didn’t. 

Senator We.ker. The testimony is here not once but a dozen times 
that you did not allow her to participate in your business to the ex- 


tent that she furnished you from your money $500 a month to bribe 
a corrupt officer. 


Mr. Roperts. She did. 

Senator WreLKER. She did? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. And yet you did not allow her to be involved in 
vour business to the extent that you talked to her and told her that 


h her about paying 


' the rate had gone up to give you an exclusive right to sell dope, from 


he head of the oe squad ? 

Mr. Roserts. I didn’t have to tell her that. I generally had the 
money or knew where I could get it. 

Senator Wen ? r. But you wouldn’t relate that to Tinky? 

Mr. Rorerts. I didn’t tell her; no. 

Senator Weiker. And the only reason you can give is that you 
were afraid she would blow her top ? 

Mr. Roperts. Well, the only reasons—it’s like I said; I didn’t tell 
her all the money I had. 

Sen: itor WeLker. That was a pretty good stroke of business, wasn’t 

. if you could pay $1,000 a month to a corrupt officer to be sure that 
you would not be arrested sind could go ahead and be tipped off and 
could sell your illicit traffic. I think that is all. 

The CHamrman. Could it be possible that one reason you did not 
tell her about your increased prosperity lay in the fact that you did 
hot want to be asked to buy a new mink coat? 

Mr. Rozerts. Well, then, I had a lot of other little things. 

The Cuarrman. Could what I have suggested have influenced you? 
Mr. Roperrs. Well, yes; because I had some other things I was 
doing, 


The Cnarrman. Your wife did ask you for money ? 


94273—5: 





598 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Roserrs. Well, I never had any reason not to give her an) 
money. If I had it, she used it. I never asked her what she done with 
it. If I had it, she had it. 


Senator Buriter. When you get you have other things you were 


doing, were you paying anybody else for protection ? 
Mr. Roserts. I had a couple of girls I was taking care of, 
couldn't tell her about that. 


Senator Burier. But you were not paying anybody else for pro. 


tection ? 

Mr. Ropserts. No: I wasn't. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Bauman. That is all. 

The CHarrMan. Please stand aside. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The CuarrMan. Certainly. 

Senator Case. Mr. Roberts. between the time of your grand-jury 
visit, at which you declined to answer questions, and the time that 
you were contac ‘ted by a representative of this subcommittee, did you 
go back to the grand jury any other time ¢ 

Mr. Roszerts. No: I didn’ t. They never called me. 


Senator Case. So that you never presented to the grand jury the 


testimony that you have given this subcommittee ? 

Mr. Roserts. No; I haven't. 

Senator Case. At the time of your trial, was there any testimony 
taken at that time which brought out in any way the fact that you 
had been paying for protection ¢ 

Mr. Roperrs. It never came up. 

Senator Case. It never came up! 


Mr. Roserts. No. 


Senator Case. Did you ever discuss this matter of protection with 


anyone other than Catfish or your wife ? 

Mr. Roserts. I never discussed it with Catfish. 

Senator Case. You never discussed it with Catfish ? 

Mr. Rorertrs. No. He knew it. I didn’t have to discuss it. 

Senator Case. He knew it? 

Mr. Ropgerts. A lot of people knew it. 

Senator Casr. What other people knew it / 

Mr. Roserts. Well, quite a few people that know things. 
don't have to talk about it. 

Senator Case. Could you tell this subeommittee of any of the othe 
people who knew about it / 

Mr. Roserrs. Well, anybody in the rackets knew it. 

Senator Case. Anybody what ? 

Mr. Roverts. In the rackets knew it. 

Senator Case. Anybody in the rackets ? 

Mr. Roperrs. Yeah. 

Senator Case. Do you know whether anybody on the force knew 
other than Carper? 

Mr. Roverts. I assumed they knew. 

Senator Case. What / 

Mr. Roserrs. I don’t know. They might have. 

anger sell: . Did you have any dealings with anyone on the fore 
other than ws in connection with the payment for protection! 

Mr. Sun Well, Mr. Taylor—I had dealings with him. 
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Pr any 


Senator Case. Who? 
le With 


Mr. Roperts. Mr. Taylor. 

Senator Case. Did you make any payments directly to Mr. Taylor? 

Mr. Ronerts. Yes; I did. 

Senator Case. Was he the only other person on the force to whom 
you made payments ¢ 
” Mr. Ronerts. That’s right. 

senator Case. That is all. 

The CuairMan. If there is nothing further, the witness may stand 
aside. 

Mr. BauMan. That is all, Mr. Roberts. Thank you. 

Detective Sergeant Furr, will you please rise and be sworn ¢ 

The CuatmRMaNn. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ¢ 


d- jury Sergeant Furr. I do. 


1e that 
Lid you TESTIMONY OF LLOYD B. FURR, DETECTIVE SERGEANT, 
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name, sir / 

Sergeant Furr. Lloyd B. Furr. 
. Mr. Bauman. Where do you live / 
timony Sergeant Furr. I live 2901 Eighteenth Street NW., apartment 408. 
at you Mr. Bauman. What is your ‘business or occupation ¢ 

Sergeant Furr. I am a detective sergeant now assigned to the 
homicide squad, Metropolitan Police Department, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. You requested the opportunity to make a statement 
to this committee. You requested that you be permitted to make it 
tomorrow, but I indicated to you that it would better fit the com- 
mittee’s schedule to do it today ; is that correct 

Sergeant Furr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you like to make your statement now, sir? 

Sergeant Furr. I had very little time to prepare a statement. As 
you know, I requested until Friday, the fact that I had been up for 

mite a length of time, quite a few records. However, I am prepared 
to go on, 

Mr. Bauman. Please do, sir. 

Sergeant Furr. I want to say first that I am here by my own 
request. To was not sent for by the committee. I requested that I 
be heard and make my denial publicly and not in any secret con- 
lerence in the committee room. 

It was brought out by Jim Roberts on the 23d, I believe, that he said 
le started talking, he first started telling the truth. I talked to Mr. 
Roberts on the 21st or 22d of February in Mr. Wadden’s office. 

When I walked into Mr. Wadden’s office, Captain Monroe was sit- 
tig in the left corner. I talked a few minutes to him and to Mr. 
Roberts. At that time Mr. Roberts said: 

“They are trying to make me say I gave Mr. Carper money, and I 

ve hever given him or any other policeman any money. The only 

ug Carper had it in for me was because I was married to a white 
I poiriand healwayshada * * * for me.” 
ection! He said, “I have been in jail and around too much to believe stories 


1e force 


it any promises that I can get out of jail or have my term cut or 
parole.” 
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He said he had nothing to talk about ; and he was quite sure, regar 
less of whether he talked or not, they could not keep their promises 
cut his jail sentence; that the only reason he would talk was if he co 
do it as a favor to his ex-wife Tinky or Evalina. 

That, if they would let her out, that it was a bum deal, that she 
received 4 years; and, being her first conviction, that he thought sy 
should have at least had probation ; and, if he could do somethin 
her, that he would talk, but that he had nothing to say as far as pay 
any policeman because he had never done so. 

Captain Monroe was there at that time. Mr. Wadden was in a 
[ believe Mr. Roberts testified that I had been to his apartment 
707 First Street NW., in May or June of 1948, that I was a m 
of the robbery squad, that two robbery squad men came there. 

I am quite sure that, if Mr Bauman has the record, he will fi 
that I was with No. 4 seueiit at that time and was until Ju 
1948. At this time I was promoted to detective sergeant assigned 
the robbery squad on that date. 

The record will show at No. 4 I did have an oceasion to go to 
address, and I say I did go. I went with Detective Corfield, whom] 
worked with then at No. At the time we arrived, there was « 
one person in the apartment. The person there that night was a ve: 
licht-skinned colored girl that I do not have her name available, 
did not take it down that night. 

I first found out through my informants that she was a girl nau 
Lucille Barber or Lucille Tetters: that she was a girl raised possi! 
a niece of a Dr. Lenox or Leonards who died about 8 or 9 years : 
and had a business around New Jersey Avenue and E Streets, SE. 
that time she told us that the girl that ran the place or lived t! 
cvirl named Laverne, was not there. Laverne has been identified 
Laverne Dixon who has a record for narcotics, prostitution, and | 
served time for prostitution. Through informed sources it is sa 
took a rap for Mr. Yellow. She since, I understand, 
Virginia. 

The records of No. 4, which I found, show that I was investiga 
at that time a large number of larcenies from interstate shipm 
also larcenies from the market area, large quantities of cigarettes 
quite a number of larcenies from automobiles in the market 
around Hogate’s, the sea food places on the docks. 

Mr. Carper, I beheve, testified—also Mr. Roberts—that the 
source of revenue or income from a dope addict is shoplifting. | 
would like to say that practically 50 percent of that would be stealing 
from trucks, automobiles, and so forth. 

One particular report I have in front of me is dated April 2' 
which would be some weeks before I went to 707 First Street. epa rt 
by Mr. Stallwitz, Charles G., a sergeant, headquarters No, 0) 

C. R. No. 54055. Heisa sergeant connected with the Pennsylva! 
Railroad, Fourth and E Streets SW. 

He reported that 60 dozen cotton sheets, 20 dozen cotton sheets 
and numerous other articles stolen from interstate shipment, 
value, $529.20. My progress report on that I will read: 


is somewh 


Have made several i 
platform by the way of 


Interviewed the complainant at time of report. 
and informants state these items leave the 
Second and Virginia Avenue SW. 
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They also told me Paul Coates, a well-known addict, has been seen with quite 
number of sheets and pillowcases. Trying to find a couple of these before 
icking up Coates so I can have something definite. 

Paul Coates was a known dope addict in the District for vears, and he hung 
imself in a cell block in Virginia. 

The second one is along the same lines, C. C. R. 52550, also reported 
by amember of the Pennsylvania Railroad, Earl M. ec n. interstate 
shipment pillowcases, and so forth, marked for Kann’s & Co., total 
value $500, FBI Agent Taylor on the scene. Report on that is the 

me lines. Paul Coates, well-known addict, has been seen with 
sheets and pilloweases. 

I was checking at that address to see if I could obtain information 
Fon Paul Coates or any other addict that may be involved in stealing 
either from interstate shipment, from automobiles, or from trucks in 
he market area. At no time did I ever see Mr. Roberts, Laverne 
Dixon, or anyone else at 707 First Street NW. That is the only time 
I was at that address with Mr. Corfield. 
I removed nothing from there, nor did Mr. Corfield: and TI have 
never since been back there with Mr. Carper nor on any other case 
th Mr. Carper either officially, unofficially, or otherwise—Mr. Car- 
r, Mr. Taylor, or any other narcotics man, Federal or otherwise. 
I want to say, too, I don’t know when Mr. Roberts talked to the 
committee, but I obtained information from the newspapermen when 
they questioned Mr. Bauman that the name indicated who had been 
there with Carper was spelled something like F-u-r-t-h and had not 
been identified. It only came out through testimony yesterday, and 

I was notified about 4:30 or 5 o'clock yesterday afternoon that I was 
to auger here today instead of Friday, which gave me very little time 

0 prepare. 

My notes are a little jumbled, not in sequence, but I also want to 

tate that, when I was over to the grand jury talking to Mr. Roberts, 

e e tol | me he didn’t know what to do, but he was sure he just couldn’t 

‘that time. Maybe 5 years was O. K., but he just couldn’t make 15, 

nd he would have to think of something. 

It is the opinion now that the only possible way he could remember 
my name was since talking to me about an hour at that time a month 
ago. It has been my past experience with dope addicts—I have had 
qui ite a bit of experience with them in No. 4 precinct particularly, for 
s there was plenty of them, several thousand probably off and on. At 
p the time I went to No. 4 there was quite a few larcenies from ship- 

ments in the market area. 

_ After IT was down there a few months it practically stopped. It 
has been my experience with these addicts—past experience—that if 
you make any promise, however feeble, direct or indirect, that you can 
slead them anywhere. They will say anything you want them to; they 
will do anything you want them to. All the ‘y want to do is get out of 
jail, 

Senator Pastore. Why do you make that statement? What is the 
purpose of your making that statement at this time? 

Sergeant Furr. The reason, sir, is to show that they will on occasions 

make statements or implicate people or their own kind or anybody else 
; norder to get out of jail. 
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Senator Pasrore. You did not ask to come here this morning ¢ 
make that statement ? 

Sergeant Furr. No, sir; I didn’t; but I asked to make a statement 

Senator Pasrorr. Let me ask you a question. You say that yoy 
interrogated this Jim Roberts on the 21st and 22d of February ? 

Sergeant Furr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. Is that right? 

Serge: unt Furr. I didn’t interrogate him. I only was called to Mr 
Wadden’s office to run a lie- detector test on either him or : any other 
members that Mr. Wadden could convince or persuade to take the test 

Senator Pastore. I see. Now, you are familiar with the testimony 
that has been given by these people before this committee ? 

Sergeant Furr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. And you realize that, 
damaging? 

Ser ceant Furr. Correct, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Do you know of any reason why there should be 
this conspiracy to frame a police officer? 

Sergeant Furr. No reason to my knowledge; no, sir. One mor 
thing I would like to say that I heard Mr. Roberts say a moment ago. 

The Cuamman. Do you think they had any reason to want to fram 
you! 

Sergeant Furr. I don’t see why; no, sir. I think if you had talked 
to quite a few addicts here that you will find my relationship with 
them was very pleasant. I sent many to jail for larceny; I got infor- 
mation from many of them and I doubt very much if you can find any 
that will speak against me. 

The Cuatman. Then you know of no motive that Jim Yellow or 
any other witness who has testified here could have for wanting to 
harass you? 

Sergeant Furr. I can see no reason; no; but I can still see no reason 
for Mr. Yellow—why, unless it is an honest mistake—that he said I 
came to his apartment and helped remove clothes with Mr. Carper. 

Senator Weiker. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrman. Certainly. 

Senator We_ker. When did you first 
office ¢ 

Sergeant Furr. If I may check, it was on the 21st or 22d. 
I can furnish that exact date and it was in the afternoon. 
time I don’t remember. 

Senator We._ker. That is close enough for my questioning. Whi 
is the last time you ever saw Tinky Roberts? 

Sergeant Furr. On that same day I ran a lie detector test on her 
in the municipal or police court on Fifth and E for Mr. Wadden. 

Senator Weiker. As I started to say, the intriguing part of al! 
this testimony is how could the testimony of Tinky and Mr. Roberts 
be so very similar if the ‘vy hadn’t been jailed together or if they had 
not briefed each other for weeks? . 

I have been sitting on this committee for 2 days and I can’t folli 
their testimony, but apparently these people who have been segre 

gated and separated have given a pretty rough bit. of testimony. 
is hard to cross-examine on because it is so well Scented, 
they haven't had a chance to manufacture this yarn. 
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Sergeant Furr. Iam glad you asked that question, sir. 

Senator WetKer. Iam glad I did,too. Maybe you can enlighten me. 

Sergeant Furr. At the time I ran the test on Mrs. Roberts—I am 
quite sure Mr. Wadden will bear me out—I told him when I finished 
that she was too upset, that it was not a conclusive test, and the reason 
for that was that just prior to bringing her to me that she had been 
in the cell block in the marshal’s office and that she had had a long 
discussion and a big argument with Mr. Roberts. 

Senator WreLker. You mean to tell this committee that that is the 
way law enforcement is and prisoners are kept here in the District 
of Columbia ? 

Sergeant Furr. a is in the Municipal Court Building. 

Senator We.tker. I don’t care whether it is in the municipal court 
or in the Federal jail. I think that is the most outlandish thing I 


' have ever heard of for people investigating crime to permit two people 


together to argue and to fix up a story such as you allege or suspicion 
has been reenacted here before this committee. 

Sergeant Furr. I sincerely agree, sir, but I am only telling you 
what she told me. 

Senator WeLtker. Who was in charge of these prisoners down there ? 

Sergeant Furr. The United States marshal. 

Senator WeLKker. Can you name the man in active custody of these 
people that permitted them to get together? 

Sergeant Furr. The marshal’s name I do not know, but I am quite 
sure I will know the man, and I will furnish that to this committee. 
Senator Weiker. I wish you would furnish it to Mr. Bauman. 

Sergeant Furr. I certainly will, sir. 

Senator WeLker. And how long did you say they were together ? 

Sergeant Furr. That I do not know. She told me that she was 
upset ‘because she had an argument with Jim Roberts. 

Senator Wetker. Had an argument with Jim Roberts. She did 
not tell you what the argument was about ? 

Sergeant Furr. No, sir; I didn’t go into it. My purpose there was 
to suit her and quiet her nerves enough to run a test if possible. 

Senator WreLkKer. Now after this conversation with Tinky, did Mr. 
Roberts still refuse to tell you the truth or any other officers to tell 
anything that he might know about this Lieutenant C arper ? 

Sergeant Furr. No; I didn’t talk to Mr. Roberts after I talked to 
Mrs. Roberts. It was the evening before that I talked to Mr. Roberts 
and I ran the test on her the next afternoon and I haven’t seen Mr. 
Roberts since that time. 

Senator Weiker. Do you know of your own knowledge as an 
oflicer whether or not Mr. Roberts refused to tell this story after he 
lad had the conversation with Tinky ? 

Sergeant Furr. Not to my own knowledge. I did not investigate; 
I did not talk to him any more after that date at all. Neither did I 
talk to Mr. Wadden since that time. 

Senator Wetker. Do you have any idea how long Tinky and Mr. 
Roberts were together. there in the cell block ? 

Sergeant Furr. No, sir; I don’t, but it was during the course of the 
noon meal or the noon recess. 

Senator Weixker. I still say that is a miraculous bit of memory on 
the part of both of them if they could remember everything both of 
them have testified to beforé this committee. 
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Sergeant Furr. I agree. 

Senator Werker. I don’t think that could just happen in 1 hour, 
and I will be quite frank with you, Mr. Furr. 

The Cuamman. I presume that you mean this could not have h; ap 
pened without truth or collusion to support it? 

Senator Wexker. I certainly feel that within an hour it is rathe 
ridiculous to assume that this story could have been manufactured 
with such meticulous care and neither the committee counsel or five 
of the Senators up here could cross-examine to the point where the 
testimony would be hurt, damaged, or even destroyed. I say, Mr, 
Officer, that that is quite incredible. 

Sergeant Furr. I want you to understand, Senator, I am defending 
myself. 

Senator Wetxer. I understand that. Yet you have given me tly 
lead here that brought this about, because I am unable to understand 
why they could corroborate each other in such minute detail. I wil 
be quite frank with you. 7 you were in this hearing room as I w 
I have been unable to find other than one discrepancy in the t testimony 
of Tinky and Mr. Roberts. . 
- Sergeant Furr. I am quite sure, sir, there will be plenty more dis. 
crepancies if the minutes of the special grand jury is checked with the 
testimony given here, if the testimony there was the same as related 
to me on certain occasions when I ran a test on Mrs. Leach, Herbert 
Johnson, and Tinky Roberts. There are slight discrepancies. 

The Cuamman. What do you mean by the expression, “I ran a tes 
on somebody ? 

Sergeant Furr. A lie detector test, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How did you make it? 

Sergean Furr. A lie detector, polygraph test. 

The CHarrman. How many of the witnesses we have examined 
have you subjected to this test ? 

Sergeant Furr. Herbert Johnson, Tinky Roberts, I believe the only 
two have been here. Iran three. And Nellie Leach. 

Senator Pastore. What were the results of the tests? 

Sergeant Furr. Results of the tests, as I said before, was incon- 
elusive on Mrs. Roberts due to her nervous and upset condition, and I 
requested that I run her at a later date and I was not called back, 
The test on Johnson showed that he was telling fairly cael the 
truth. 

I say that because of certain instances and certain discrepancies that 
I find such as he admitted that he has done numerous housebreaking: 
which he has not been caught, has been sentenced on. 

Also I find slight discrepancy when he told me that at the time Mr. 
Carper was there and got paid off by Catfish, that his wife Nellie 
Leach was present. 

Senator Werker. But you did not find any discrepancy on your 
lie detector examination when you got to the actual pay-off. It is 
your opinion, based upon whatever scientific knowledge an officer can 
have, as a result of a lie detector test that he was telling substantially 
the truth when he told about the pay-off; is that correct ? 

Sergeant Furr. That he was telling the truth that he gave Catfish 
$60 a month. 
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Senator Werker. And that Catfish delivered the $60 counted out 
on the bed and Carper took it in his presence? Was that sustained 
by your test. 

Sergeant Furr. That counting on the bed was a complete surprise. 
That was not told to me during the test. 

The money given to Carper according to my test when I first talked 
to him was supposed to have been handed to him on two occasions at 
39S Street, and from then on never in the presence of Herbert Johnson. 
J find that when he says, told me that Nellie Leach was present during 
these two pay-offs at the house, that that was not.the truth. 

Senator WeLker. On the basis of your test? 

Sergeant Furr. Correct, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. You have volunteered a statement that has a 
creat deal of substance, the fact that people who are addicted to 
dope, when it is convenient for them, will fabricate a story. I mean 
as a general proposition there is a great deal of truth in that state- 
ment. 

By the same token, you know too that it is not quite a common 
thing with people who are serving sentences either in county jails 
or Federal jails to sing and tell stories; isn’t that so? It is not a 
common thing for a man who has been sentenced, to appear before 
any judicial body and sing out loud. It is not healthy for them, you 
know that. 

Sergeant Furr. It probably would be very unhealthy. 

Senator Pastore. Isn’t that a fact? 

Sergeant Furr. Correct, sir. 

Senator Pastore. How do you reconcile the fact all these people 
who have been sentenced and you say have no reason to know of any 

animosity between the people whom they are accusing, can you ex- 
vl ain why they are coming out publicly and making these statements 
at such a terrific disadvantage and risk to themselves ? 

Sergeant Furr. No, sir, I don’t, but I believe the: re is only one in 
juilat the present time. That is Mr. Roberts. 

Senator Pasrorr. Well, Tinky is in jail. 

Sergeant Furr. I believe she is, ves, sir. I believe Mr. Johnson 
ison bond at the present time if I recall. 

Senator Werker. May I ask vou another question, Mr. Witness / 

Sergeant Furr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wreiker. Did any of these witnesses that you have given 
the lie detector test to ever hesitate or demand that they not be given 
the test ? 

Sergeant Furr. Only Mr. Roberts. 

Senator Wernker. Mrs. Roberts? 

Sergeant Furr. Mr. Roberts. 

Senator Weicker. Mr. Roberts? 

Sergeant Furr. Correct. 

Senator Weiker. Did you give a test to him? 

Sergeant Furr. No. sir, 1 did not. 

Senator Werner. Did he explain to you why he did not want to 
tuke the test ? 

Sergeant Furr. No, sir. The only thing he a to me, that 

e had nothing to say, that he had not paid Mr. Carper or any other 
sien that he had nothing to say and no reason to ti alk or no 
reason to take the test. 








606 CRIME 


AND LAW 


ENFORCEMENT 


IN 


DISTRICT 


OF COLUMBIA 


And naturally these tests must be strictly voluntary, as you pro} 


ably read, 


sir, and if there is any reluctance to take it, 


we do not give it. 


Senator 


WELKER. 


Sergeant Furr. 


Senator WELKER. 


Senator PAsrore. 


Senator PAsrore. 


Sergeant Furr. 

Senator Pasrore. 
against Lieutenant Carper! 

Sergeant Furr. 


Senator 


PASTORE. 


It would be impossible. 


Correct, 


Outside of Mr. 
freely without any coercion whatsoever to take this lie detector test: 
sir. 


That is all I have. 


Roberts, 


they 


naturally 


When is the first time as far as your knowledge 
that you know that the Police Department knew that this story 
been told by these people against Lieutenant Carper ? 

Sergeant Furr. 
was when I was called to Mr. Wadden’s office to run these tests. 


The first that I knew of it or had any rumor of 


Correct, 


sIr. 


February the 21st and 22d? 


Do you know if anything had been done offi 


Not to my knowledge: 
Do you know whether or not any 
had been made to determine whether 


these stories that. were bei ne told? 
Sergeant Furr. I don’t think any member of the Police Department 
particularly knew the whole story enough to make any investigatio) 


Senator 


"PASTORE. 


Did you know enough that Lieutenant 


ho, 


had been accused of receiv ing a bribe? 
Sergeant Furr. 


a confidence. 


ves, 


Oh, vy 


sir 


sir. 


: but these tests that I run, it’s st: 


It’s practically like a doctor and a patient. 


a 


or not there was any truth 


Investigatior 


all volunteered 


ta 
Ww 


Car per 


Certain things they tell you during the test to counteract the various 


reactions is strictly confidential and we don’t disclose those in 


fairness to the individual. 


Senator 
bei Ing he re. 


PASTORE. 


I know, 


but I am talking 
Wasn't that commonly known within police circles thi 


about your —-s 


these stories had been told against Lieutenant Carper 


dividuals ? 
Sergeant 


Furr. 


office on that day. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Officer. 


If so, 


Is there anything further? 
Senator WeLker. One more question. 


by the se 


trict of Columbia become admissible in a court of evidence ¢ 


Sergeant Furr. 


Senator WELKER. 


Sergeant Furr. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. 


BAUMAN. 


No, 


sir: 


I believe there is very few States in 
United States, possibly one, where it’s admissible. 


no, 


sir. 


And it is not admissible here? 
It is not: 


The witness may stand aside. 


That is all. 


a conference of about. 1 minute afterward. 


The CHAIRMAN, 


(Whereupon, at. 11:45 a. m., 
vene in executive session at 10a 


al 


it wasn’t known by me until I went to | 


tr 


I would prefer not to call any furthie 
witnesses today, and I would like the indulgence of the committee for 


The committee will now hold an executive sessio! 


March 21, 


1952.) 


can vou tell me. has vour lie-detector tests here in the Dis- 


the subcommittee recessed to recon- 
1., on Friday, 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TUESDAY, MARCH 25, 1952 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Disrrict of COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENrorceMENT, 
Washington, DG, 
The subcommittee reconvened, at 10 a.m. (pursuant to S. Res. 156, 
agreed to September 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, S2d Cong.), in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator Mat- 
thew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 
Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, and Welker. 
Also present : Senator Francis Case; Arnold Bauman, chief counsel 
to the subcommittee, and Harold W. Solomon, associate counsel. 
The Cuatrman. The subcommittee will come to order. 
The Chair has received from Mr. George Fay and Mr. John Rus- 
sell Young letters which will be inserted in the record. 
(The letters above referred to are as follows:) 


Fay & ANDERSON, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1952. 
Hon. MATTHEW M. NEELY, 
Chairman, Senate District Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Deak SENATOR: Upon my return from Dayton, Ohio, at 10 this morning I 
learned for the first time that at the close of vesterday’s testimony before the 
subcommittee of the Senate District Committee that you had stated in substance 
that if Commissioner John Russell Young, former Major and Superintendent of 
Police Robert J. Barrett, or former United States Attorney George Morris Fay 
would care to tell the people of Washington how conditions such as had been 
exposed by the testimony to date, before the subcommittee, could have existed 
during their respective periods in cffice without their knowledge, the subcom- 
luittee would give them ample opportunity to be heard. 

I was appointed United States attorney for the District of Columbia in Novem- 
ber 1946. TI was reappointed for a similar 4-year term in January 1951. On 
October 81, 1951, I resigned to enter the private practice of the law in this city. 

lam most proud of my official record and will be glad to defend it. If you will 
uspect that record you will find, among other things, the following pertinent 
os relating to criminal prosecutions and investigations during my terms of 
omce 

Shortly after my entry into office, and after studying existing conditions, I 
saw the advanced growth and serious problem of organized criminal rackets in 
the District of Columbia, particularly of an interstate nature. I discussed this 
matter with the Attorney General on numerous occasions and finally requested 
and secured, in March 1948, his permission to petition the chief judge of the 
United States district court to impanel a special grand jury to investigate 
organized gambling and related crimes. The court granted my petition and a 
special grand jury was sworn and began its investigation immediately. This 
investigation continued for 18 months, the longest period permitted by law. 


607 





608 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The office of the United States attorney had no investigators for this purpoy 
and had to proceed by questioning hundreds of witnesses before the special grat 
jury. Numerous indictments were returned, some charging violations of an inter. 
state nature. On of these, that against Snags Lewis and others, resulted ip 
pleas of guilty and substantial penitentiary sentences. 

This past summer before I left office I caused a regular grand jury to be he! 
over the usual period for the purpose of conducting the special investigatio, 
which resulted in the indictment and conviction of Charles E. Nelson and son, 
13 codefendants, including a detective sergeant and a former precinct detectiy, 
of the Metropolitan Police Department. 

During the 18-month period of the investigation by the special grand jury | 
went to Commissioner Anslinger’s office on two occasions to discuss the poss. 
bility of taking concerted action against narcotic violators. He discussed frankly 
with me his plans for conducting mass raids and I, in turn, outlined to him | 
purpose to set up in my own office 2 special staff of the most experienced t1 
assistants to confer with his agents before the raids, to present the cases to tli 
grand jury, and to follow them to successful prosecution in court. As a result 
of this concerted action raids were conducted which brought about the arrest 
conviction, and sentence of top peddlers, including James (“Jim Yellow”) Roberts 
and his wife, Evaline Roberts. and many of the persons who have testified 
recently before the so-called rackets grand jury and before your subcommitte: 

I am ready at any time to answer any questions concerning the foregoing or ar 
other facts concerning my record in office as United States attorney for 
District of Columbia. 

Respectfully, 
GEORGE Morris Fay. 


GOVERN MENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington 4, D. C., March 22, 1982. 
Hon. MATTHEW M. NEELY, 
Senate District Committee, United States Capitol, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: As you may recall, my attorney, Daniel B. Maher, conferred 
with you on March 13, 1952, at which time he requested that if the subcommittee 
desired further testimony from me, it call me on the following day or the follow. 
ing Monday. The reason for this request was that I planned to leave on a f 
weeks’ vacation. He was assured that my presence would not be required during 
that period. 

However, in view of developments of the past few days I wish to advise y 
that I have canceled plans for an extended vacation and I will be available 
to the subcommittee on any reasonable notice since I intend to return to my offic 
on Monday. 

As the member of the Board of Commissioners to whom nominal supervisio! 
the Police Department is delegated, I share a large measure of responsibility | 
the efficient conduct of that Department. 

One of the units of that Department is the Narcotics Squad, which is responsi 
ble for the suppression and detection of this form of vice. This unit has ! 
many years worked in the closest concert with the Federal Bureau of Narcotics 
so much so, that there has been a substantial identity of effort. Over a per 
of years scarcely any arrests have been made by any one unit without the k: 
edge and active participation of the other. 

In the past 5 years, former Maj. Robert J. Barrett conferred on at least fi 
occasions with representatives of the Federal Bureau with the aim of increasing 
the efficiency of the local unit and, if possible, to lend further cooperation. 

Never has a request of the Federal Bureau for aid been ungranted, nor has 
recommendation been ignored. Indeed, the cooperation has been so close t! 
undercover men have been interchanged between the two units when need 
such arose. Never has there been a complaint from the Federal Bureau regard: 
ing the efficiency or personnel of the District unit; rather, the work of the po! 
unit has been the subject of commendation by Federal authorities, 

Never, in all my years as a member of the Board of Commissioners, has there 
been brought to my attention any complaint, or even a hint, of any irregularit! 
in the enforcement of the narcotic law ; nor has there been the slightest suggestion 
of any connivance or collusion on the part of police officers with narcotic pediler 
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er addicts. Had there been, it would have been met with searching investigation, 
and, if substantiated, by vigorous prosecution. ; 

During the period in question, the Narcotics Squad was one of 14 units com- 
prising the Detective Bureau. The officers who Were in direct supervision of the 
Bureau are: Former Inspector Floyd A. Truscott, Maj. Robert V. Murray, Inspec- 
tor Robert S. Bryant, and Inspector Edgar E. Scott, each of whom served as 
Chief of Detectives; and Maj. Robert J. Barrett, who was administrative head 


> of the Police Department. All of these men have more specific information as 
> to the operation of the squad than I have. 


Ihave summarized above iny general knowledge of the Narcotics Squad. If the 
committee desires, I will be available for appearance before your committee any 
day, at any time. I have also instructed Major Murray, Inspector Bryant, and 
Inspector Scott to be prepared to appear before the committee with me, and they 
are anxious to do so, 

May I also offer to you, for the confidential use of the committee, the names 
of all undercover men who have worked for the local unit for the past 5 years, 
including the men presently engaged in that type of work. While I fully recog- 
nize that their utility to the Department in narcotics work will be destroyed by 
their public identification, nonetheless I believe that the gravity of the accusations 
warrants such action. 

The purpose of this tender is to furnish the committee and the public with 
the stories of these agents who associated intimately with the persons who have 
made the accusations, and who would be in a position to know whether improper 
relations existed between drug peddlers and enforcement officers. And, in addi 
tion, it will afford the committee every shred of evidence having relation to the 
subject matter of the accusations. 

Out of consideration for the men of the Metropolitan Police Department, and 
in justice to the citizens of the District of Columbia, I respectfully urge that 
every phase of the Narcotics Squad activities be fully, fairly, and publicly 
scrutinized. 

Yours respectfully, 
JOHN RUSSELL YOUNG. 


The Cuamman. A number of statements have appeared in the 
press to the effect that I have assailed Mr. Fay, Major Barrett, and 


; Commissioner John Russell Young and had fumed, or shouted at 
j them. <A letter received this morning from a writer whose name I 


um not at liberty to disclose is relevant to these erroneous statements 


orcharges. It is addressed to me and is as follows: 


BetHespa, Mp., March 25, 1952. 

May I on behalf of the others who get a look at the television set where I do, 
tell Why we think it is important that these hearings be televised. 

Yesterday the evening paper reported that you shouted at the witness. We 
didn’t hear you shout, nor did we see any evidence of an attempt to intimidate. 

Today’s headline reads: “Neely denounces Young, Barrett, and Fay, says they 
did nothing to stamp out police corruption.” 

We didn’t hear you denounce anybody, nor say that these men did nothing to 
Stamp out corruption. We did hear you say, without denunciation, that it would 
lave heen impossible for these conditions to exist without these men knowing 
something about it; and then you indicated that the committee would be ready 

have any of these men come in at any time to make explanation if there 
Was any. 

eee is the only medium today that gives the public the true facts. 

Cordially, 


The letter is duly signed. It contains the following postscript : 


[am not a Democrat, but a Republican, but I'd like to see more accurate 
teporting. Kindly do not use my name publicly. . 


Ladies and gentlemen. as the fat woman said when she took off her 


rr) 


sgirdle, “That lets me out.” so far as the charges mentioned are con- 


erned. | Laughter. | 
Senator WELKER. Mr. Chairman. for the purpose of the recora., nay 


las a minority member say that I sat at the right of our chairman; 
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I heard his remarks made in this committee. They were in all re 
spects temperate, they were in all respects honorable, and I certain 
observed, and I am sure the audience observed, no characterizatio 


on the part of the chairman which could lead to the accusation that he 


shouted or abused anyone, either a witness or likely to be a witness. 
While I am on the subject matter, if I took as much time as yo 
did, Mr. Chairman, to answer the allegations made against me on t! 


radio last Sunday night by a certain commentator, I am certain we 


would not go on with the hearing; but I do want to commend vi 
Mr. Chairman, for your fair activity with respect to this partic 
allegation and all other allegations. 


The Cuamman. The Chair is very grateful to the distinguished 


Senator from Idaho for his most generous and comforting observa 
tions. 
Call your first witness, Mr. Bauman. 


Mr. Bauman. Nellie Leach. Would you please rise and be sworn. 


The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you «a 


about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 


truth, so help you God? 
Miss Leacn. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF NELLIE LEACH, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name? 

Miss Leacu. Nellie Leach. 

Mr. Bauman. Just wait a moment for the photographers to fini 
taking their pictures. 

Is that spelled L-e-a-c-h? 

Miss Leacu. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live? 

Miss Leacu. 1018 South Caroline Avenue SE. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Miss Leacu. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if you would be good enough to keep you 
voice up just as high as you can so that we can all hear you. Fac 
the chairman, and in speaking to him it will be possible for everybody 
else up here to hear what you say. Will you do that please ? 


Miss Leacnu. Yes. 


Mr. Bauman. You are now out on bail of the District Court of the 


District of Columbia; is that correct ? 

Miss Leacu. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Bauman. On what charge are you on such bail? 

Miss Leacu. On narcotics. 

Mr. Bauman. Violation of the narcotics laws ? 

Miss Leacu. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that in connection with the sale of narcotics / 

Miss Leacn. Yes; it is. 

Mr, Bauman. You are a very close friend of Herbert Johnson: 
that right? 

Miss Leacnu. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been on very intimate terms \ 
Mr. Johnson ? 

Miss Leacn. I'd say about 3 or 4 years. 
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Mr. BauMAN. How long have you known a man by the name of 
Randolph Turner alias Catfish ? 

Miss Leacn. Well, I’ve knew him any number of years, but I’ve 
been more affiliated with him in the last 3 years. 

Mr. BAuMAN. What do you mean when you use the word “affili 
ated”? 

Miss Leacn. Well, I’ve been a little closer to him. 

Mr. Bauman. What business has Mr. Turner been in in the last 
years to your knowledge ? 

' Miss Leacn. To my knowledge, narcotics. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he been selling narcotics during that period / 

Miss Leacn. Yes; he has. 

Mr. Bauman. At any time have you entered into any business re 
lationship with Catfish Turner? 

Miss Leacn. Well, Buck did. 

Mr. Bauman. By Buck from here on out we shall understand you 
ito refer to Herbert Johnson; is that right / 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. When did that take place? 

Miss Leacu. I'd say in 1950, September of 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. In September of 1950? 

Miss Leacn. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. How long did you remain in the business of selling 
narcotics ¢ 

Miss Leacu. I'd say until June of 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was the place from which you and Johnson 
operated ¢ 

Miss Leacnu. 29 S Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that Northwest ? 

Miss Leacu. Northwest. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Miss Leacu. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. When you and Buck started to deal in narcotics, 
from whom did you buy them ? 

Miss Leacn. From Randolph Turner. 

Mr. Bauman. What form were they in when you bought them 
from Randolph Turner ¢ 

Miss Leacu. Capsules. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever get them in decks? 

Miss Leacu. No decks. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the method of getting the narcotics from 
Catfish to you? Did you call for them? Were they delivered? How 
did you get them ? 

Miss Leacu. Well, didn’t have it, we’d call up, and if he wasn’t 
there we'd leave the message with his girl friend, and he would bring 
teither or Paul Robinson would bring it. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the name of his girl friend? 

Miss Leacu. Aletha Simpson. 

Mr. Bauman. Is she known as Kitty Simpson / 

Miss Leacu. Yes; she is. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Buck ever go over there to acquire the narcotics? 

Miss Leacn. Yes: he did. 


a) 
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Mr. Bauman. In addition to Paul Robinson, whom I believe you 
mentioned, and Randolph Turner himself, do you remember the 
names of any of the others who delivered narcotics to your home / 

Miss Leacn. Well, Paul Robinson and Catfish was the only two 
that delivered it to 29S Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the names of any others who de 
livered to any other address ? 

Miss Leacu. Well, Leon James did. 

Mr. Bauman. To what address did he deliver? 

Miss Leecu. Well, he used to give it to Buck, catch Buck on the 
street some place and vive it to him. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the name of anybody else who 
delivered narcotics to you ¢ 

Miss Leacn. No: not to me. 

Mr. Bauman. About how soon after you called would these n: 
cotics be delivered to your home ¢ 

Miss Leacu. I'd say between 15 minutes and a half an hour. 

Mr. Bauman. How much did you pay, and by “you” I am referring 
to both you and Buck, since you lived together. ‘How much did you 
pay for_a capsule ¢ 

Miss Leacu. Weil, a capsule would run around 67 cents. 

Mr. Bauman. I didn't hear that. 

Miss Leacu. Around 67 cents for a capsule. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you sell it for! 

Miss Leacu. Well. if someone wanted a large order, you'd sell 
for a dollar a cap, and if not, you'd sell it for a dollar and a half. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you mean by a large order? 

Miss Leacn. Say if they wanted 50 or a hundred or something like 
that. 

Mr. Bauman. So that if a person wanted a large order, there was 
some sort of a quantity discount, is that right 

Miss Leacn. That's right. 

Mr. Bauman. And if a man just wanted one or two or three, 
would have to pay a dollar and a half for them ¢ 

Miss Leacn. T 


Phat’s right. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether the people to whom you sold 


them in these large quantities about which you have just testified re- 
sold them or used them for themselves / 
Miss Leacn. Most of them resold them. 
Mr. Bauman. Would you have any idea of the price at which these 
were resold / 
Miss Leacu. Well, some for $1.75, some for $2 
Mr. Batman. You started in this business from mid-September 
1950 until July of 1951; is that right! 
Miss Leacnu. That’s right. 
Mr. Bauman. What did you 
Leach ? 
Miss Leacn. Heroin. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you ever cut heroin / 
Miss Leacu. — I didn't. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you at any time ever cut heroin ? 
Miss Leacn. a I have never cut any. 
Mr. Bauman 


generally and mainly deal in, Miss 


Well now, have you ever—— 
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Senator Weiker. May I have a definition, counsel, of what she 


- means by cutting heroin ¢ 


Mr. Bauman. Will you explain to the committee, please, what the 
term “cutting heroin” means ¢ 

Miss Leacu. Well, if you get an ounce of heroin, you mix it with 
milk sugar, that’s what the *y call cutting it. 

Mr. BAUMAN. It is L believe, sir, adulterating it with milk sugar 
or other substances—cornstarch on occasion; is that not right / 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now you have on occasion bought milk sugar at 
drug stores; haven’t you? 

Miss Leacu. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Bauman. What has that been used for / 

Miss Leacu. That’s been used for cutting heroin. 

Mr. Bauman. Who used it for cutting heroin ‘ 

Miss Leacu. Well, Buck used to cut it. 

Mr. Bauman. Have vou ever bought any empty capsules 

Miss Leacu. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Bauman. What size capsules have you bought / 

Miss Leacn. If I’m not mistaken, it was No. 5. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you buy them ¢ 

Miss Leacn. Any drug store. 

Mr. BauMaAN. During | the whole period about which you have testi- 
filed so far, did you buy narcotics from anybody but Randolph Turner? 

Miss Leacu. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. About March 16, 1951, you were arrested; is that 
correct é 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what the disposition of that case 
Was, 

Miss Leacu. Well, it was nolle prossed for insufficient evidence on 
Easter Monday. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been convicted of a crime? 

Miss Leacn. No; I haven't. 

Phe CHARMAN. For what was she arrested ? 

Mr. Bauman. You have just testified, have you not, that you were 
irrested on March 16, 1951, and that case was dismissed for lack of 
evidence; Is that correct, or nolle prossed ¢ 

Miss Leacu. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bauman. That is borne out by the fingerprint record of oo 
lady. You were arrested once after that on November 16, 1951; 

at right ¢ 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the charge on which you are now out on bail ? 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

lhe Cuamman. Mr. Counsel, was the witness locked up in the first 

se or released under bond @ 

Mr. Bauman. Please tell the committee what happened in connec 
tion with the first case. You were arrested on March 16: is that 
rect ? 

Miss Leacu. That's right. 
Mr. Bat MAN. You were arraigned before the United States Com 
ss ‘ry were you! 
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CRI 
Miss Leacu. That’s right. ? Miss L 
Mr. Bauman. And what was the disposition before the Unite The C1 


States Commissioner ¢ 


politan ] 
Miss Leacu. Well, I was put under a $5,000 bond. 


Miss L 

Mr. Bauman. And held for the action of the grand jury ? The C 
Miss Leacu. No; we were supposed to have another hearing bet Mies 4 
the Commissioner. Mr. B 
Mr. Bauman. Did you make bail? irra Soe ct | vo have 
Miss Leacu. No; I didn’t. I stayed in District jail for 12 day, ” Miss I 
Mr. Bauman. Did you have another hearing before the District Mr. B. 
Commissioner ? a Miss I 
Miss Lracn. And when I went up for the second hearing, thats JB yy p 
when the case was dismissed for insufficient evidence. Mics ] 
Mr. Bauman. You were at that time released; is that right ? tell you. 
Miss Leacn. That’s right. AS Ss: Vr. B 
Mr. Bauman. You were never indicted in that case / Mine J 


Miss Leacu. No, I wasn't. pik ! 
Mr. Batman. You were released after a preliminary hearing by 


Mr. E 


( harge d 


the United States District Commissioner / Miss I 
Miss Leacu. That’s right. Mr. B 
Mr. Bauman. Were you arrested by Sergeant Taylor on tha & Miss ] 

charge ¢ Mr. B 
Miss Leacu. Well, I think Mr. Joshua Taylor was there, Mi Miss ] 

Carper and two or three other ones I didn’t know. Mr. } 
Mr. Batman. Do you know Sergeant Taylor / among \ 
Miss Leacn. No, I don’t. Miss - 
Mr. Bauman. Who actually made the arrest / 8:30, B 
Miss Leacu. Well, I just remember there was so many of them was stal 

there. had bee 
Mr. Bauman. Toanswer the question, the fingerprint records of this n the h 

woman indicate the arresting officer to be W. L. Taylor and thi Mr. B 

complainant to have been H. H. Carper. ai «. Miss | 
The disposition shown on the fingerprint record is “dismissed,” the mat 

and I might say that this one arrest shows up as four different viol: Mr. E 

tions on the fingerprint record. Miss 
The CuatrmMan. Were any naroctics taken from you by the officer ind Pat 

who arrested you ? The ¢ 
Miss Leacn. No, there wasn’t. ( Dise 
The Cuarrman, Do you know who had your case dismissed / Mr. I 
Miss Leacu. No, I don't. Randol 
The CHarrmMan. Were you represented by an attorney ? right ? 
Miss Leacn. Curtis Mitchell. Miss 
The CHatmman. Was he your attorney ? Mr. I 
Miss Leacu. Curtis Mitchell was my attorney. Miss 
The Cuarmman. Did witnesses appear against you” Mr. J 
Miss Leacu. No, the *v didn't. Miss 
The Cuairman. Did the officer who arrested vou testify ? Mr. ] 
Miss Leacnu. No, he didn't. any dis 
The Cuamman. Did Lieutenant Carper testify ? Miss 
Miss Leacn. No, he didn’t. that we 
Mr. Bauman. Carper is shown as the complainant, Mr. Chairma: Mr. | 
The Caiman. Do you know any reason why the complaining Miss 


officer did not appear against you 4 money. 
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Miss Leacu. No, I don’t. 

The CuatrMan. Do you know who the Superintendent of the Metro- 
nolitan Police force was at that time / 
~ Miss Leacn. I think it was Mr. Barrett. 

The CHairMan. Would you speak a little louder, please / 

Miss Leacn. If Iam not mistaken, I think it was Mr. Barrett. 

Mr, Bauman. Now some 10 or 12 days later, you were released as 
you have just testified, is that correct ? 

* Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Pat Malone / 

Miss Leacu. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. Where does he live? 

Miss Leacu. He lives some place in Northeast. Where I couldn't 
tell you. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him in front of 29 S Street / 

Miss Leacn. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Bauman. About how long after you got out of jail on this 
charge did you see Pat Malone at that address ? 

Miss Leacu. I'd say about 2 or 3 weeks. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with Pat at that time? 

Miss Leacn. Yes, I did. 

Mr. BaumMAN. Who else was present during that conversation ¢ 

Miss Leacu. Buck and myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee, please, what was said 
among you, Pat and Buck ? 

Miss Leacn. Well, Buck and I, it was on a Saturday night about 
8:30, Buck and I had just come back from the Giant market and Pat 
was standing in front of the door, and Pat told us that Mr. Carper 
had been there and just as we went to take the food out of the car 
n the house Catfish came up. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Catfish say anything when he came up‘ 

Miss Leacw. Only just said that we should have been home. we knew 
the man was coming. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened then ? 

Miss Leacn. Well, we carried the food on in the house and Buck 
ind Pat and Cat left. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Now you said that Buck, Herbert Johnson, Catfish, 
Randolph Turner, and Pat Malone left the house together: is that 
right ? 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you go with them? 

Miss Leacn. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where they went / 

Miss Leacut. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Some time thereafter did you and Catfish ever have 
any discussion about money ? 

Miss Leacu. Oh, he came in, was talking to Buck and I and said 
that we had to pay $60 a month. 

Mr. Bauman. And did he tell you what that was for? 

Miss Leacn. Yes. He said it was for Mr. Carper for protection 


money 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you on any occasion give Catfish Turner $¥ .. 2 


; ithe REO , 
¢ oO seit ¢ 1¢s. 1S 
1 month yourself cotics, is 


Miss Leacu. Well, I think I’ve given it to him just about twice Miss 
Mr. Bauman. And would you have any idea, Miss Leach, after Mr. B 
this incident involving Pat Malone and Cat about which you hay Mice} 
just been asked to testify, about how long after that you made you Mr. B 
first $60 payment to Catfish ¢ Mics ] 
Miss Leacn. I'd say about between 2 and 3 weeks. Mr. I 
Mr. Bauman. I believe you have also said that you have only made akan ‘th 
two such payments to the best of your recollection ‘ Miss 
Miss Leacn. That’s all I made. The ( 
The Cuairman. Do you know for what you were supposed to be pay Miss 
ing Carper? : Mr. I 
Miss Leacu. For protection money. We were supposed to b t wrein’ 
paying Mr. Carper protection money. ” Seg] 
Senator WeLKerR. Can't we get those microphones closer to her, 1 Mr. E 
are they working? I would like to ask that. Miss I 
Mr. Bauman. Sir, I don’t believe there is a public address system in Me Bi 
the room. Miss 
Senator We_kxer. Why two microphones? Mr. B 
Mr. Bauman. I think one is radio and the other television. Miss | 
Senator Werxker. It is rather impossible for us to hear the witness he had: 
up here. rid of t 
Mr. Bauman. Miss Leach, would you talk a little more slowly and quarters 
just as loudly as you can. | Mr. E 
Have you ever seen Buck give any money to Catfish / dil wan 
Miss Leacu. Yes, I have. ‘Miss’ 
Mr. Bauman. That’s fine. If you just talk as loudly as that, | Mr. I 
um sure we shall be able to hear you. Sina 
On how many occasions, Miss Leach ¢ Mr. I 
Miss Leacn. Well, it is rather hard to say. It’s any number of o S Street 
casions I’ve seen Buck count out $60 and give it to Catfish. Mies 
Mr. Bauman. And where did that take place ¢ Mr. FE 
Miss Leacu. At 29 S Street. Ming 
Mr. BauMan. Always in your home ‘ Mr. J 
Miss Leacu. Yes. ~ 
Mr. BauMan. Did you ever hear any discussion between Buck ai Mr 
Cat as to what this money was supposed to be for ¢ and be 
Miss Leacu. Yes. Cat told the both of us that it was for Mr. Car- Catfish | 
per for protection. Miss 
The Cuarrman. At that time, @id vou know what office Mr. Carpe Mr. I 


held in the District of Columbia 4 
Miss Leacn. Yes, I did. 


versatio 


Mr. Bauman. When to the best of your recollection did you sta a 
making these payments ‘ aes 
Miss Leacn. About 2 or 3 weeks after the arrangements Was Mau Mr E 
Mr. BauMan. Would you have any idea about what month that may Miss 
have been in? wines ts 
Miss Leacn. I'd say April or May. Carper 
Mr. Bauman. How long did you continue to make those payments oad t 
Miss Leacn. I think it was some time the first part of June or Jul Mr I 
Mr. Bauman. 1951% Min. 


Miss Leacn. 1951. Mr. E 
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er OU Mr. Bauman. During that period you and Buck were selling nar- 
coties, is that right? 
tae Miss Leacn. That’s right. 
atTter 


Mr. Bauman. Were you arrested at all during that period ? 
ee Miss Leacu. No, we weren’t. 


aioe Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Lieutenant Carper at your home / 
Miss Leacu. Yes, I have. 
Mr. Bauman. Could you give the committee an idea of about 
onan when that was ? 
Miss Leacu. I'd say it was some time in April. 
The CuammMan, Of what year? 
© pty; Be Miss Leacn. Of 1951. 
: Mr. Bauman. Would you remember about what time of the day 
WO be it was ¢ 
Miss Leacu. I'd say it was about noon. 
er, or HB =Mr. Bauman. Where did he come? 
Miss Leacn. Came to29S Street NW. 
A i Mr. Bauman. Who was present at the time ? 
Miss Leacn. Buck and I. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you, Buck, and Mr. Carper have a conversation ¢ 
. Miss Leacn. Yes; Mr. Carper came to see Buck about a room that 
an he had down at 39 S Street and told him that he would have to get 
ss rid of that room because the lady down there had called in at head- 
i] 


quarters twice and complained about it. 
Mr. Bauman. At the time that Mr. Carper spoke to you about this, 
did you still have that room ? 
bs Miss Leacn. No; I didn’t have. 
= Mr. Bauman. Had you had it for some time prior thereto? 
Miss Leacu. Yes; I had it. 
Mr. Bauman. During July of 1951 you and Buck moved from 29 


oo S Street to 1018 South Carolina Avenue; is that correct ¢ 
Miss Leacn. That’s right. 
Mr. BAuMAN. What section of the city is that in? 
Miss Leacn. Southeast. 
Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 
Si Miss Leacn. Washington, D. C. 
ao Mr. Bauman. During the time that you were selling narcotics, 
Ce o and by “you” I mean both you and Buck, how often did you see 


Catfish ? 
ne Miss Leacn, Practically every day. 
aa Mr. Bauman. During July of 1951 did you and Buck have a con- 
versation about Catfish ? 
Miss Leacu. No. Catfish had the conversation with Buck. 


a Mr. Bauman. Did Buck tell you about it ¢ 
mad Miss Lracn. Yes; he did. 
t may Mr. Bauman. What did he tell vou? 


_ Miss Leacn. He told 1° that Catfish said that he couldn't take any 
nore money because Mr. Carper was going out of town, and if Mr. 
‘arper was going out of town, he didn’t trust him, and he was going 
I, 2 out of town, too. 
" Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether Catfish went aw: Lv ¢ 
_ Leacu. Yes; he did. 
‘. Bauman. Do you know where he went ? 
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Miss LEACH. 


Mr. BAUMAN. 


time? 

Miss Leacu. 
Mr. 
Miss Leacnu. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Miss Lreacu. N 
Mr. Bauman. 
Miss Leacn. 

Mr. Bauman. 


Miss Leacn. Because Cat told us that Mr. Carper said there was 
going to be a raid in November and for everybody to close down be- 


BAUMAN. 


AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 


No: I dont. 


Do you know whether Mr. 


IN DISTRICT OF 


I heard that he did. 


And where did you hear he had gone ¢ 


I heard that he went to California. 
eee July 20 did you deal in narcotics ? 


Yo: I didn't. 
Did Buck? 


Not to my knowing. 


Why not ? 


cause the Federal people were coming. 


Mr. 


BAUMAN. 


Did Catfish Turner ever tell you the total amount th: 


he was paying for protection / 


Miss Leacu. 
Mr. 
$60 a month; 1 
Miss Leacu. 
Mr. 


BauMAN. 


$300 a month. 


That’s right. 


$300 a month was made up ? 


Miss Leacu. 
Mr. 


BauMAN. 


Yes: he did. 


Did Catfish ever tell you how the 


remainder 


COLUMBIA 





Carper went away at {| 


Bauman. I believe you have already testified that Buck paid 
is that right ? 


Tell the committee how that was made up. 


Miss Leacu. Well, he told that Buck and I would have to pay $6 
Leon James would pay $60, Paul Atkins would pay $60, and Ca 
would pay $120, making $300 a month for Mr. Carper. 


Mr. 


vidual to whom he was paying this money ? 
Miss Leacu. Yes; he said Mr. Carper. 


Mr. Bauman. 
of March 16,1 
right ? 


Miss Leacn. 


attorney ¢ 
Miss Leacnu. 


1951. that Mr. 


I believe you testified in connection with your arrest 
Curtis Mitchell was your attorney; 


That’s right. 
Mr. Bauman. How did you happen to retain Curtis Mitchell as your 


Well, 


over and told Buck to get Curtis Mitchell. 
Mr. Bauman. Were you present when Mr. Carper said that? 


Miss Leacn. 


Yes: 


I was. 


Mr. Bauman. Did you hear him say that? 


Miss Leacn. 

Mr. 
Mitchell ? 

Miss Lracn. 

Mr. 


BauMAN. 


Yes; I did. 
Did he 


No: he didn’t. 


say why he thought you ought to 


He just said “Get Curtis 


stant charge on bail, on this present charge ? 


Miss Leacn. 
Mr. Bauman. 
Miss Leacn. 

Mr. Bauman. 
Miss Leacn. 





On the 22d. 
Of February ? 
Of February. 
1952? 
1952 


Bauman. Did Catfish ever in your presence mention the indi- 


when we went in front of the Commissioner 
Saturday morning I started to get Mr. Ford, and Mr. Carper came 


get Curtis 


Mitchell.” 
Bauman. Now, Miss Leach, when were you released on the !n- 


of the 


is that 


Mr. B. 
Miss L 
Mr. B. 
Miss L 
Mr. B. 
Miss I 
Mr. B 
Miss ] 


tne telep 


was very 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you call Mr. Carper on the telephone / 

Miss Leacu. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you call him? 

Miss Leacu. I called him at home. 

Mr. Bauman. How soon after you were released did you call him ¢ 

Miss Leacn. I'd say about an hour. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what that conversation was. 

a Leacu. Well, I called Mr. Carper, and when his wife answered 

e telephone she said that he was sick, and I told her to tell him it 
was very important that I talk to him, so she went and she came back 
ind she said she was sorry, he couldn't get up. 

So L told her, “Well, you tell him it’s Nellie Leach,” and when she 
came back Mr. Carper came to the telephone and I asked Mr. Carper 
wasn’t anything did about me and Buck staying in jail after paying 
ihe money, and he said he didn’t have anything to do with our case, 
and I asked him about the money and he says "he wasn’t getting the 
money, Curtis Mitchell must have been getting the money because he 
wasn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

The CuarrMAn. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunr. I would like to ask the witness what money do you 
refer to when you say that Carper was not getting the money, that 
Mitchell was getting it ¢ 

Miss Leacnt. The $300 that we had been paying for ae tion. 

Senator Hun. You were released on the 22d of Fe bruary 1952 4 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Senator Hun. How soon did you talk with Buck after you were 
released ¢ 

Miss Leacu. Well, I didn’t talk to Buck. Buek was in jail. 

Senator Hunr. When did you last talk with Buck? 

Miss Leacn. I didn’t talk to Buck. I wrote Buck, but I didn’t talk 
to Buck. 

Senator Hunr. Have you discussed with Buck your appearance 
before this committee ? 

Miss Leacu. No. I had already made it before Buck got out on 
bond, 

Senator Hunt. You haven’t had an opportunity or you haven't dis- 
cussed with him the activities, what has been happening in this 
committee, at all? 

Miss Leacn. No, because he already knew what was happening. 

Senator Hunt. You had not gotten together and decided what you 
were going to say to this committee i in answer to questions ? 

Miss Leacn. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. May I clear that up just a little bit so the record is 
complete ? 

Miss Leach, you were living with Buck before your joint arrest: 
is that right ? 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you still living with him ? 

Miss Leacn. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Bauman. And you got out of jail on bail comparatively re- 
cently; is that correct ? 

Miss Leac H. That’s right. 
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Mr. Batman. So the record is perfectly straight about this, bo: 


you and Buck have testified to these facts in executive session befoy 


this committee; is that right 4 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Mr. Bacman. And at the time that you testified to them in exe 
tive session, you and Buck were both in prison; is that correct / 

Miss Leacn. No. 

Mr. Bauman. You were on bail but Buck was in prison; is t] 
right ? 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you discussed this with Buck at any time befo 
your testimony in executive session / 

Miss Leacn. No: because I hadn’t seen him. 

Mr. Bauman. That is all. 


Senator Hunv. Is there any deviation, Mr. Counsel, in the testi. 


mony we have had from Buck and from this witness, from the test 
mony that we received in executive session / 
Mr. Bauman. My best recollection, sir, is that the testimony is ver 


subst: anti: ally the same as these people have testified to in executive 
session. There may be minor deviations; but, if there are, they an 


of such a minor nature that they don’t occur to me at the mome: 


Senator Hunr. We reported the testimony that was taken in execy 


tive session? 
Mr. Bauman. There are stenographic minutes of it; yes, sir. 
The CuatrMan. Senator Welker / 


Senator WeiLker. You said you started selling narcotics in what 


year ¢ 
Miss Leacn. In 1950. 
Senator Weixer. And were you living with Bucklejaws then/ 
Miss Leacn. Yes; I was. 


Senator Werriker. You started in selling heroin, as I understand 


your testimony ? 
Miss Leacn. That’s right. 
Senator Weixer. Did vou ever sell any marijuana, cocaine 
Miss Leacn. No; I didn’t. 


Senator Werker. Nellie, are you a user, yourself, of narcotics! 


Miss Leacn. No: I am not. 
Senator Weiker. Have you ever been a user of them? 
Miss Leacn. No: I pets 


Senator We! KER. Now, hen you started into this business, had 


Herbert sold nareotics pr ior to that time / 

Miss Leacn. Not that : know of. 

Senator Weiker. You both started into a new venture. a 
is that correct ? 

Miss Leacn. That's right. 


Senator Weiker. How did you get business? Where did you know 


where to sell your product f 
Miss Leacn. Well, Senator, that’s verv easv to get a customer. 
Senator Weiker. That is just what I want to understand. I w 
you to tell this committee why it is easy to have a market in the Dist: 
oT Columbia. 
M ss LEACH. Jecau salls u have to do is to go around on t 
Mos st everybody vou see is an addict, and vou see one, well, | 


vet l 
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Senator Weiker. Well, now where would you go? Can vou tell 


ys What streets you would go on? 


Miss Leacn. Ninth and N. 

Senator WeLker. Ninth and what ? 

Miss Leacn. Ninth and N NW. 

Senator WELKER. Ninth and N NW.. and there you would 
customers, ang would you tell them that you had heroin for 

Miss Leacn. Well, I didn’t. Buck used to tell them and then they 
would come to me. 

Senator Wetker. Then they would come to you / 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator Werker. Have you ever gone out on the street 
customers to buy heroin ? 

Miss Leacu. No; I haven't. 

Senator WELKER. Did you ever go out on the street and sell any 
heroin ¢ 

Miss Leacnu. No: not on the street. 

Senator WeLker. Not on the street. Buck would do that ? 

Miss Leacu. Well, it wouldn’t be on the street. We'd be probably 
ina restaurant down there on Ninth Street or in a little smoke shop. 

Senator Weiker. Do you know the name of the smoke shoy 

Miss Leacn. Well, no: I don't. 

Senator WeLker. Can you tell us about the address ? 

Miss Leacu. Well, it’s in the 1300 block of Ninth Street. 

Senator Weriker. To your knowledge, would Bucl k know of these 
addicts prior to going down to the place that he would make the sales ¢ 

Miss Leacn. Well, some of them he would. 

Senator WELKER. Some of their recular users ? 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator Weiker. Did you and Buck ever have any rules about sell- 
ing narcoties to, say, a high-school student, boy or girl? 

Miss LEACH. They were none never sold to a teen-ag 

Senator WeLtkKer. None never sold toa De eecaeet” 

Miss Leacn. Not from us. 

Senator WeLker. You are sure of that ? 

Miss Leacn. I am positive. 

Senator WELKER. How would you determine the age ol your 
customers ? 

Miss Leacn. Well, if you’ve been around kids long enough or an 
addict, you generally tell a teen-ager from another person, an adult. 

Senator WeLKeR. You made a care ~ study so you would not sell 
toa person, as you say, in the teen-age bracket ¢ 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator Weixer. You are mindful of the fact vou have been read- 
ing about teen-agers, high-school people here in the District using 
narcotics ? 

Miss Leacw. Yes: I have. 

Senator Weiker. Do you know anyone in the business of selling 


meet 


sale / 


. } ] 
and hustied 


F narcotics who would sell to a high-se hool student or a teen-ager ? 


Miss Leacn. Not that I know of. 

Senator WeiKker. You are sure about that ? 

Miss Leacn. Well, I’d rather not call any names. 
Senator Weixer. Well, I would rather you would. 
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Miss Leacu. Well, there is one person. 
all I know. , 

Senator We._ker. His name is what? 

Miss Leacu. They call him Turk. I don’t know his name. 

Senator WeLker. Do you know where Turk lives? 

Miss Leacn. No; I don't. 

Senator WeLtker. Have you ever seen Turk? 

Miss Leacn. Once or twice. 

Senator Weiker. Where did you see Turk? 

Miss Leacn. At 29 S Street. 

Senator WeLker. 29 S Street. 

Miss Leacn. I don’t. 

Senator Weiker. Is he colored or white? 

Miss Leacu. He is colored. 

Senator Werixer. And, from the gy mi ee you have, 
sell to high-school students, a teen-ager, 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Senator Weriker. Do you know where Turk got his narcotics / 


Turk w 


Miss Leacnu. Well, I was under the impression that he got his): 


cotics from the same place I did. 
Senator Wei_ker. You think he got it from Catfish ? 
Miss Leacn. That’s right. 
Senator We_ker. And did you—or, to your knowledge, 
anyone else ever re port Turk for ine to these teen-agers / 
Miss Leacur. Well, I told Mr. Bauman and Mr. 
grand jury. 
Senator WELKER. 
Miss Leacu. 


You told them that ? 
Yes: I did. 


Senator Werker. Did you tell Lieutenant Carper or Sergeant Ta) 


lor or any of the officers? 
Miss Leacu. There wasn’t any need to tell Mr. Carper. 
Senator We_ker. You think Mr. Carper knew that ? 
Miss Leacn. Iam quite sure he did. 
Senator Weiker. Can you tell us how you are sure, 


Nellie / 


Miss Leacn. Well, because Turk had an open house from what | 


can hear, and Mr. Carper had to know about it. 
Senator Wevker. He had an “open house.” 
mean by that, Nellie ? 
Miss Leacn. Well, he was selling narcotics. 
Senator Weiker. That “open house” 


Now. 


business, 


Miss Leacn. That’s right. 
go in and out and get it. 
Senator WELKER. 


I wouldn't say “a party,” 


His name is Turk: ¢ 


You don’t know his last name/ 


anyone in that bracket / 


Bui k — 


Solomon and th 


what do \ 


do you know t! 
the people would come there and have their so-called heroin parties’ 
but they would 


And you feel confident that Lieutenant Carpe! 


and Sergeant Taylor knew of Turk’s activities in selling to youths 


the District of Columbia ? 

Miss Leacn. Well, I wouldn't say, 
didn’t know Mr. Taylor, 
it. 

Senator WELKER. 


Senator, Mr. 


Taylor, 
but I would say that Mr. ¢ 


‘arper knew 


Miss Leacu. No: I didn't. 


because | 


abo 


And you never discussed this matter with Lie 
tenant Carper; did you? 
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Senator WeLKrr. Now, you told the committee a moment ago that, 
when you needed caps to seal this heroin in, you could go to any dr ug 
store in the District of Columbia and buy the empty caps; 1s that 
correct ¢ 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator WELKER. Did you ever have any drug store refuse to sell 
you caps ¢ 
~ Miss Leacn. No; I didn't. 

Senator WeLker. How many caps would you usually buy at a time, 
Nellie? 

amet Miss Leacn. Generally a thousand in a box, a small box. 

Senator WeLkerR. You would buy athousand capsules at a time ? 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator WELKER. Was any question ever asked you by any druggist 
or employee of a drug store what you were going to use those caps for? 

Miss Leacn. No; there wasn’t. 

Senator We_ker. Mr. Chairman, I think that is pretty definite in- 
formation, and it might be good legislation upon the subject matter. 

Now let me go bac k to the time you were testifying about when you 
came from the market with Buck and, as I understand your testimony, 
youmet a Mr. Malone at the entrance to your place. 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

ie Senator Weiter. And what did Mr. Malone tell you? 
Miss Leacn. He told us that Mr. Carper had been there. 
ind the Senator Werker. Told you that Mr. Carper had been there. What 
date was that, Nellie? 

Miss Leacn. It was on a Saturday. 

Senator WeLker. On Saturday, what date? 

Miss Leacu. It was on a Saturday. I don't know exactly what 
date it was, but is was on a Saturday. 

Senator Weiker. Could you tell us the month / 

Miss Leacn. I think it was in April. 

Senator Wetker. In April, and of what year ‘ 

/ Miss Leacw. 1951. 
etek? Senator Weiker. April 1951. That is before the time you started 
paying off Lieutenant Carper ? 
Miss Leacu. Yes; it was. 
Senator Weiker. When did you start paying off Lieutenant 
Carper ¢ 
ss Miss Lracn, Well, it was about a week after that. 
ea Senator WELKER. About a week after that? 
Miss Leacn. Yes. 
Senator Weiker. You started digging up the S60 a month for the 
Carper lieutenant ? ee 5 
aes Miss Leacu. That’s right. 
Senator WenKer. And you say that Mr. Malone, Catfish, and 
a Bucklejaws left after you saw Malone ? 
y about Miss Leace. That’s right. 
Senator We_ker. Apparently to go talk to Mr. Carper, Lieutenant 
A Ea Carper? 
: Miss Leacu. Well, I couldn’t say where they went, but I know 
the three of them left there together. 
Senator WeLKer. So, you started paying them about 3 weeks 


ifter April 1951? 


do Vou 


y would 
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Senator Wen 


Miss Leacn. 


Senator 





D 


KER. 
Mare 


LAW 


ENFORCEMENT 


I’d say something like that. 


IN DISTRICT 


OF 


COLUMBIA 


When — the first time you were arrested / 


th 16, 


O51. 
WELKER. oa you knew that the complaining Witness 


against you on the pee arrest had been Lieutenant Carper / 


Miss Leacn. 
Senator 
were arrested / 
Miss Leacn. 


Senator Wr 


Well, I 
WELKER. 


Nove 


KER, 


And then, 


mber 


16, 
From April of 
and Herbert and Catfish had a free 


didn’t know that. 
when was the next time \ 


Nellie. 


1951. 


far as Lieutenant Carper was concerned. 
That’s right. 


Miss Leacn. 
Senator WEL 


KER, 


1951 until November of 
bill of health to sell narcotics 


1951 


Did vou ever see him at any time during the 


you made the initial payoff until the time of your arrest in Nove iin 
I saw him at 


Miss Leacnu. 


Senator WEL 


KER. 


29 S Street. 


29 S Street once. 
And was that just a cursory meet 


ing or was there some reason for you seeing him there? 
Well, he came there and told us about a room that 


Miss Lracu. 


had down at 


Senator Wr. 


KER. 


39 S Street. 
That is the time that he warned you that the land 


lady had called the Department twice ‘ 
That’s night. 


Miss Leacn. 
Senator Wet 
Miss Leach. 


Senator Wri 


AKER. 


KER, 


Did he relate to vou the name of the 
No. he didn’t. 


And when he told vou 


vou knew that Lieute 


Carper was keeping his word with vou pretty well, didn’t vou! 


Miss Leacnu. 
Senator WEL 


Yes, 


KER. 


1 did. 


to anyone who would buy ? 
That was the 


Miss Leacn. 


Senator Wreniker. Of course with your objection of not selln Y I 
s. Now didn’t it come as quite a surprise to yo 
1 you were arrested in November. 


youths and teeli- 


whe , 
Miss Leacn. 
Senator Wri 

arrested ? 

Miss Leacn. 


Senator 
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Senator We! 
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November 


free then 


impression. 


Lith. 


the 16th. 
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to gor! 


time 


Did ve 


Yes, he came out to my house. 


AKER. 


Who 


actually 


1 don’t know. 


made 


Mr. C 


The upstairs bedroom. 


No. t 


KER. 


That’s what he said. 


KER. 


hey didn’t. 
And what wasthe evidence that they based th 
arrest upon, a prior sale to an undercover man ¢ 
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Did they find any narcotics? 
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place selling narcotics.” I said, “If I had, you would have seen me,” 
and he pointed to this Agent Stewart. Later I found out he is a 
Metropolitan policeman and he pointed out him and said, “I don’t 
have anything on you.” He said, “He said he got it.” 

Senator Weiker. He said he got it ? 

Miss Leacu. That’s what Mr. Carper told me. 

Senator Wetker. And when did Carper have that conversation with 
you. Nellie / 

* Miss Leacu. On November the 16th when I was getting dressed to 
go to jail. 

Senator Weiker. And was that a private conversation out of the 
hearing of the other 10 officers ¢ 

Miss Leacu. No; 1 think Mr. Taylor was up there and this agent, 
Stewart. 

Senator WeLkrerR. Agent Stewart / 

Miss Leacw. Of the Metropolitan Police, whatever he was. 

Pes asi Werker. Nellie, did you call Carper’s attention to the fact 

hat he had been accepting bribe money from you and then was turn- 
ing around to help . rest you at this time? 

Miss Leacn. No; I didn’t. At that time I didn’t. 

Senator Weiter. Did you ever call it to his attention ? 

Miss Leacn. I called him up when I got out on bond. I called him 
up and asked him about it. 

Senator WeLker. After you got out on bond you called him and 
that is the testimony you related where his wife said he was ill and 
that he finally came to the phone after you disclosed your name / 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator WeLker. And at that time he told you that he wasn't getting 
the money but a certain attorney by the name of Curtis Mitchell was 
vetting the money ? 

Miss Leacn. Yes; that’s what he told me. 

Senator WeLKer. Now Nellie, to your knowledge did you or Herbert 
ever give any money to Curtis Mitchell as protection / 

Miss Leacn. Not that I know of. 

Senator Wetker. Did you say anything to Lieutenant Carper when 
he told you that Curtis Mitchel] was getting the money instead of the 
Police Department ? 

Miss Leacu. The only thing I said to him, I said, “Well it’s mighty 
funny that you could take the money and then don’t know anything 
about it.” 

Senator WeLker. What did he say to that? 

Miss Leacn. He still denied that he knew anything about the money. 

Senator Wenker. He denied that he knew anything about the 
money ¢ 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator WreLKErR. But “isn't it a fact, Nellie, that you actually saw 
him take money in your room occupied by you and Herbert at the 
address that you have lived ? 

Miss Leacu. No, Senator; I didn’t. 

Senator WeLker. You vail seen him come in that room? 

Miss Leacn. I’ve seen him in there but I’ve never seen him take any 
noney, 

Senator Wetxer. Have you been there when he went into the 
kitchen with Herbert ? 
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Miss Leacn. No 
Senator WELKER. 


Miss Leacu. 


Miss Leacu. 


Miss Leacu. 


Senator WELKER. 


Miss LEacu. 


Miss Leacn. 


Miss Leacnu. 


Miss Leacnu. 


Senator WELKER. 


Miss Leacn. 


No: 


Senator WELKER. 


No. 


Senator WELKER. 


Yes: 


Senator WELKER. 


No: 





course; haven't you‘ 


Miss Leacu. 


Miss Leacnu. 


Senator WELKER. 
after the name of that lady so that we can get some ali 
to tie in this chain of evidence that you have given to us. 

Well, I don’t know her name. 

Do you know of any way that you can 
We would: appreci late it. 

I’m sorry: 


Why 


Miss Leacnu. 


Senator WELKER. 
this lady for us? 


Miss LEacnu. 


IMD] ¢ 


Miss Leacn. 


Well, 


Senator WELKER. 


I’ve seen her, 
think, the place was rented ae a real-estate oftice mad the sods Wits 
staying there just asa housekeeper, more or less. 

Senator WELKER. 
was she sort of in charge of the pla ce ‘for “ie 
I think that is the w ay it was. 
you know 


Because 


he was leaving town. 


Senator WELKER. 


Miss Leacu. 


Senator WELKER. 


Yes: 


Miss Leacn. 


summer. 


Senator WELKER. 


he returned ¢ 


Miss Leaci. No: I don’t. 
Senator WELKER. 
Miss Leacn. No: 


; I wasn’t at home. 

You weren't at home / 

I wasn’t. 

Then it is the testimony that you deny you were 
ever there when Carper came in in which Herbert went into the kitch 
with him or Catfish went into the kitchen with him or any money 
counted out upon the bed ¢ 

Buck told me about it but I didn’t see it. 
Buck told you about it but you never did se 
No: I didn't. 

And Carper. 


when you accused him of being 

bribe accepter, he denied it after you got out of jail the first time / 

he did. 

Did you tell Herbert about his denial and 

double cross that both of you had received from Cc arper ¢ 

Well, I talked to him about it: 
Senator Weikrr. Do you happen to know the name of the lady 

that ran the rooming house, the room that you used to occupy at 

place that Carper called you about ¢ 

I don't. 

Senator Wet _ R. You paid rent to her, did you? 

I didn’t. 

Who did ? 

Buck paid the rent. 


Senator WeLker. Buck paid the rent. And you have seen 


The lady 


there as a housekeepe 


real-estate office ? 


Nellie, I am after 


selling harcot ics in 


Carper told Catfish that the Fede 
people were coming in, i would be a raid in November and 


That Carper was leaving town ¢ 

That’s right. 

Did he leave town in November ? 
he left town before. He left town during 


He left town in the summer. Do you know whi 


Would it be after November ? 


he was here in November. 
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Senator WELKER. He was here in time to do the raid. W hy would 


he give you so much notice, Nellie, from July until November that 
ar aid was coming ¢ 


Miss Leacn. Ww ell, Sen: stor, that IT couldn't say. 

Senator WeLker. You could have done quite a bit of business in 
that time, couldn’t you ¢ 

Miss Leacu. Yes; you probably could. 

Senator WELKER. He warned you in July to close up shop, that a 
raid was coming in November ¢ 

Miss Leacn. "That? s what Catfish told Buck. 

Senator Weiker. That’s what Catfish told Buck. 
el] you that or Buck, to your knowledge / 

Miss Leacu. No: he didn’t tell me. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know, since you have been in this busi- 
ness. Nellie, the names of any other officer whom you feel w as corrupt 
in this district and to the people in this district, to their oath of 
office who may have accepted money to protect people like you who 
sold nareoties within this District / 

Miss Leacn. No; I pe 

Senator We_ker. Mr. Carper is the only one / 

Miss Leacn. That’s the only one that I know of. 

Senator WeLker. As I understand your testimony, you don’t know 
anything about payoffs which were m: ade to Senator T: avlor 4 

Miss Leacn. No, I don’t, 

Senator We_ker. Did you ever have any contact whatsoever with 
Sergeant Taylor ? 

Miss Leacu. No, I didn't. 

Senator WELKER. Thanks very much, Nellie. 

Senator Hunt. Nellie, how soon after Buck made these payments to 
Lieutenant Carper did he tell you of it? Was it immediately or was 
tata later date? 

Fey Leacn. Well, probably the same night or the next day, some- 

hing like th: at, 

Senator HuNr. The day that $300 was counted out on the bed, were 
you in the sti at that time / 

Miss Leacu. No. I wasn’t. 

Senator Hunt. Did Buck ever tell you of that particular payment / 

Miss Leacn. Well, he told me that Cat came to get the money for 
Mr. Carper. 

Senator Hunt. You don’t know for sure whether it was imme- 
diately after the payments were made or whether it was one day, 10 
days ora month? 

Miss Leacu. Oh, it wouldn't be that long. It would be probably 
iday, that night or the next day the most. 

Senator Hunt. In other words, you think it was the same day / 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator WeLKER. One other question, Mr. Chairman. 

Nellie, after the November arrest. you went to jail. When did you 
decide to talk and tell the truth about this matter / 

Miss Leacn. Well, when they sent for me. 

Senator WeiKer. Who sent for you / 

Miss Leacu. Well, the District Attorney and Mr. Bauman and 
Mi Solomon. 
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Miss Leacn. I'd say the latter part of January if I’m not mistak, Senator 
Senator Weriker. And had you told anybody, Nellie, about you [J first meet 
relations, your business dealings with Lieutenant Carper up unt! Miss Li 
the time they sent for you / Senatol 
Miss Leacn. No, I didn’t. Miss Li 
Senator WELKER. Do you have any idea how our committee or {! Senatol 
District Attorney’s office ascertained that you had some informat edge, Her 
about Mr. Carper? to hire hn 
Miss Leacu. No, I don't. Miss Li 
Senator Weiker. And when was the first time you talked to B Senator 
about disclosing the truth in this matter ? Miss Le 
Miss Leacn. Well, it was after we were out. Senato1 
Senator Weiker. It was right after you were out of jail? Mr. Ba 
Miss Leacn. That’s right, because I didn’t see him before that. to comple 
Senator Wrnxer. You are out on bond now: is that correct / Miss Le 
Miss Lescn. That’s right. member o 
Senator Weiker. And Buck is out on bond, too? you to tes 
Miss Leacu. That’s right. Miss LE 
Senator Werker. And when do you go befort the court? W Mr. Ba 
are you scheduled to go for sentencing or trial 4 The Cu 
Miss Leacn. For trial the 23d of April. Senator 
Senator Weiker. The trial is the 23d of April. And you are bot came into 
charged with selling narcotics ? Jawyer wa 
Miss Leacn. That’s right. Miss Li 
Senator Weiker. What is your bond now, Nellie? phad ever | 
Miss Leacu. Two thousand. there in tl 
Senator Weuker. Two thousand. It was 5,000 in April of 1951 when Mr. 
Miss Leacnun. That’s right. Senator 
Senator Wernker. I wonder why the difference in bond ? you then, | 
Miss Leacn. Well, in November the bond was 7.500, but IT ha: Miss Le 
cut. Senator 
Senator Weniker. You had it cut 5,000. How did you get it take care « 
to 2.000 this time ? m Miss LE 
Miss Leacn. Well, the lawver did that. Senator 
Senator WeL_ker. Who was your lawyer this time ? that you h 
Miss Leacn. Mr. Owen. Miss Le 
Senator Weiker. Who put up that bond of $2,000 for you/ Senator 
Miss Leacn. I put up my house. Miss Le 
Senator Weiker. You put up your home / Senator 
Miss Leacu. Yes, I did. Mr. Carpe 
Senator Werker. And that was a property bond that the cow the Giant 
was willing to accept / : Miss Lr 
Miss Leacu. That’s right. Mr. Carpe 
Senator Weiker. And the house is well worth the $2,000 ? Senator 
Miss Leacn. Yes, it is. Miss Le 
Senator WeiKxer. Do you know who put up the bond for Herber Posed tom 
Miss Lracnu. His aunt. Senator 
Senator Weiker. His aunt ? Miss Le 
Miss Leacn. Yes. Senator 
Senator Wreiker. And was that a property bond / Miss Lr 
Miss Leacn. Yes, it was. at. 
Senator Wreiker. A cash bond? , Senator 
Miss Leacn. Property bond. m Noveml 
Mitchell 2 
| 94273- 
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Senator Weriker. Now this lawyer Curtis Mitchell, when did you 
first meet him ? 

Miss Leacu. Well, I’ve known Curtis any number of years. 

Senator WeLkrer. You have known him for any number of years? 

Miss Leacn. Yes; I have. 

Senator WeLtker. And did he ever represent you or, to your know]l- 
edge, Herbert, prior to that first time when you say Carper asked you 
to hire him ? 

Miss Leacu. No. 

Senator WeLxer. Had he ever done any business for you at : 

Miss Lracn. No; not for me. ; 

Senator Weiker. Thank you, Nellie. 

Mr. Bauman. I just have one last question, if I may. I just want 
to complete the record with this question : 

Miss Leach, have I or any member of the subcommittee staff or any 
member of the subcommittee made any promises in order to induce 
you to testify before the subcommittee / 

* Miss Leacu. No; they haven't. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you very much. 

The CuarrMan. Senator Case ¢ 

Senator Casr. I am a little confused about how Curtis Mitchell 
came into the case, Miss Leach. Did you say that originally your 
jawyer was someone by the name of Ford? 

Miss Leacn. No. In March, the 16th, that was the first time I 
had ever been arrested, and I saw Mr. Ford’s partner stand around 
there in the Commissioner’s office, and I went to call him, and that’s 
when Mr. Carper told Buck to get Curtis Mitchell. 

Senator Case. Did you negotiate with Mr. Mitchell to represent 
you then, at that time? 

Miss Leacu. Yes; we did. 

Senator Casr. Did you talk with Mr. Mitchell yourself, or did Buck 
take care of that? 

Miss Leacn. Well, Buck did the talking. 

Senator Casz. So Mr. Mitchell, then, did represent you at the time 

hat you had the first case dropped ? 

Miss Leacn. That’s right. 

Senator Case. Did you pay him for that? 

Miss Leacu. No; Buck did. 

Senator Case. Buck paid him for that. How did you know that 
Mr. Carper was making the call the night that you came back from 
the Giant store? 

Miss Leacu. Well, Cat had told us before we went to the store that 
Mr. Carper would be there at 8 o'clock. 

Senator Case. Did he tell you what he was coming there for? 

Miss Leacu. No. The impression that I got, that they were sup- 
posed to make arrangements for the protection money. 

Senator Case. You got that impression ? 

Miss Leacu. That’s right. 

Senator Case. Why didn’t you stay there then? 

Miss Leacn. Well, I had to go to the market to get something to 
Ag, 

Senator Case. When you talked with Mr. Carper after you got out 
® November, what was Mr. Carper’s reference to paying money to 


Mitchel]? 
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Miss Leacu. He said if any money was taken or any money was got- 
ten, he didn’t get it, said Curtis Mitchell must have gotten the mon ey 
because he didn’t get it. 

Senator Case. Did he explain how or why Mr. 
should have received the money ? 

Miss Leacu. No, he didn’t. 

Senator Casr. Did you ever pay any money to Curtis Mitchell ’ 

Miss Leacn. No, I didn’t. 

Senator Case. Do you know whether 

Miss Leacu. Not that I know of. 

Senator Casr. Well, then, what did you understand Mr. Carper to 
mean when he said that Curtis Mitchell must be getting the money’ 

Miss Leacu. Well, I understood him to mean ‘he was just afraid to 
say. Naturally, he wasn’t going to say that he was taking it, so | 
had to put . on somebody. 

Senator Case. Well, how or why would Curtis Mitchell get the 
money? W hy did Carper suspect that you had been paying the money 
to Curtis Mitchell for representing you ? 

Miss Leacu. Well, that I couldn't answer, Senator. 

Senator Casr. Did Curtis Mitchell represent you in your present 
case at all? 

Miss Leacn. 

Senator Case. 

Miss Leacu. 

Senator Case. 
second case? 

Miss Leacu. Well, no, he was paid $100 for retainer’s fee. That's 
all that I know of. 

Senator Case. Did you pay him or did Buck pay him? 

Miss Leacu. Buck’s aunt paid it. 

Senator Casr. Have you had any further discussion with Mr. ( 
per about the matter of the protection since the telephone call’ 

Miss Leacu. No, I haven't. 

The Cuatmrman. Miss Leach, you may stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Bavaran. Would you call Leonard Dixon, please ? 

Mr. Dixon, will you please rise and be sworn ? 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony ) 
are about to give in this case will be the truth, the whole truth, a 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. I do. 


Curtis Mitchel] 


Buck did, or not ? 


He did, at the beginning, yes. 
Did you drop him? 
Yes, I did. 


Did you pay him any money in connection with the 


TESTIMONY OF LEONARD DIXON 


The Cuamman. Be seated. 

Mr. Bacman. What is your name? 

Mr. Dixon. Leonard Dixon. 

Mr. Bauman. And are you presently in the District jail / 
Mr. Dixon. I am. 


Mr. Batman. You are presently awaiting trial and are indi 


under the Harrison Act for selling narcotics: is that right? 
Mr. Dixon. That is correct. 
Mr. B ALU MAN. Whe h were vou arrested. Mr. Dixon ? 


Mr. Dixon. Ne 


vember 16. 195] 
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Mr. Bauman. You have been arrested quite a number of times, 
mostly for disorderly conduct; is that correct? 

Mr. Drxon. Correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been convicted of any crime? 

Mr. Drxon. No, sir; I haven't. 

Mr. BAUMAN. How long have you been in prison on the present 
charge ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. W ell, a little better than 4 months. 

Mr. Bauman. You have been a user of heroin, have you not ? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. During the last 4 months, however, since you have 
been in prison, you have not been given narcotics of any kind; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Dixon. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you first sell narcotics, Mr. Dixon ? 

Mr. Dixon. 1949. 
ean Mr. Bauman. During the summer of 1949 for whom were you 
— working ? 

Mr. Drxon. Leon James. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you start working for Leon James, to the 
best of your knowledge ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. Well, the only answer I could give is 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of James Roberts, 
alias Jim Yellow? 

Mr. Drxon. I do. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known Jim Yellow ? 

Mr. Drxon. Oh, I would say—I would say about 1949, maybe 
before that. 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Dixon. A )proximately 1949, in there. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see Jim Yellow in 1949? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you give the committee any idea of the approx- 
imate time at which you saw Jim Yellow? 

Mr. Dixon. I would say it would be 1949, around August. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him? 

Mr. Dixon. Ninth and N Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you just happen to meet him on the street or 

il you have an appointment with him? 

Mr. Dixon. No, sir; it was more like an appointment. 

Mr. Bauman. Had he called you or had you called him? 

Mr. Dixon. He met me. I was down there at a lunchroom. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what happened at that time. 

Mr. Dixon. Sir? 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what happened when you met 

Yellow. 
Mr. Dixon. He told me that I was to give him $250. 
ir, BauMaN. Tell us the whole conversation. 
. Dixon. The $250 was supposed to be for Lieutenant Carper. 


The C HAIRMAN. Did Jim Yellow tell you that the $250 was for 
C nin r¢ 


iS got- 
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. Dixon. He was sent to get it from me for Carper. 
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The CuarrmMan. But, did Yellow tell you that this sum of $250 was Mr. I 
to be delivered to Carper? Mr. 1 
Mr. Dixon. Correct, sir. Mr. E 
The CrarmmMan. Did he tell you why he wanted to pay the S25 second 
to Carper? Mr. | 
Mr. Dixon. It was for protection. ; Mr. I 
The CHAIRMAN. You mean protection in the selling of narcot ( Mr. 1 
Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. ; os The ¢ 
The Cuarman. Do you know what Carper’s official position } 
at that time? Mr. 
Mr. Dixon. Sir? Mr. 
The Cuamman. Did you know what public office Mr. Carper held Mr. 
at that time? Mr. 
Mr. Dixon. He was a lieutenant in the narcotics squad. Mr. 
The Cuarrman. Of the Metropolitan Police force in the District of Mr. 
Columbia ? for inv 
Mr. Drxon. Yes. Mr. I 
The Cuatrrman. You knew that at that time? Mr. ] 
Mr. Drxon. Correct. Mr. I 
Mr. Bauman. Did you have the $250 with you? Mr. F 
Mr. Drxon. No, sir: I did not. Mr. I 
Mr. Bauman. What did you do about that request of Jim Yellow Mr. ] 
for $250? a Buck’s | 
Mr. Dixon. Well, I pawned some of my clothes. I had a littl Mr. I 
money and I borrowed some. Mr. I 
Mr. Bauman. How long did it take you to get the $250 together home? 
Mr. Dixon. A day. Mr. I 
Mr. Bacaan. What did vou do with the money ? and a h 
Mr. Dixon. I gave it to Jim. Mr. E 
Mr. BaumMAN. Do vou know what he did with that $250? about t 
Mr. Dixon. Yes. sir; I do. Mr. T 
Mr. Bauman. What happened when you gave it to Jim? &f Mr. I 
Mr. Dixon. Well, I gave him the money and he left, and so I fol- that thi 
lowed him: so he went around the market on O Street between Seventh & Mr. 
and Eighth. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Northwest? . Mr. 
Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. Well, he was on the side of the street by the & Mr. 
market and I was on the opposite side, and I seen him stop and stick Mr. 
his head in an automobile, and so I stopped, and then he stuck his Mr. 
arms in there. Mr. 
I walked up a little closer, and the occupant of the car was Liet- Mr. 
tenant Carper, so then I continued on my way and went back to the Mr. 
lunchroom. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Why did you follow Jim Yellow on that occasion! Mr. 
Mr. Drxon. I wanted to know if my $250 was going to reach Liew Mr. 
tenant Carper. [Laughter.] Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Was there any other instance when you aga Mr. 
such a transaction with Jim Yellow? : Mr. 
Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir: there were. Mr. 
Mr. Bacman. About how long after the first one? Mr. 
Mr. Dixon. I would say it was 30-60 days. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. And how did that one come about ? mean Fy 
Mr. Dixon. I was supposed to give him another $250. Mr. D 
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Mr. Bauman. Did Jim Yellow tell you why he wanted that money ? 

Mr. Dixon. He was sent for it by Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have the $250 with you on the occasion of this 
second request ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do with it? 

Mr. Dixon. I gave it to Jim. 

The CuarrMan. Whom does he mean by “Jim”? 

Mr. BauMAN. You gave it to Jim, you said. 

Mr. Dixon. I gave it to Jim Yellow. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. What happened then? 

Mr. Dixon. What happened ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. Dia you follow him on that occasion ? 

Mr. Drxon. Well, I don’t remember that I did. 

Mr. Bauman. On March 17, 1951, you were arrested at Buck’s house 
for investigation; is that right? 

Mr. Dixon. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Who arrested you at that time, do you know? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, there were agents in the house when I arrived. 

Mr. BauMAN. Some time after that you were at Buck’s home? 

Mr. Dixon. At the time of the raid ? 

Mr. Bauman. Some time after the time of the raid were you at 
Buck’s home ? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Bauman. About how long after that raid were you at Buck’s 
home? 

Mr. Dixon. I would say that next month or about maybe a month 
and a half. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the occasion now when Buck was 
about to leave for Catfish’s home—are you familiar with that occasion ? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. Bauman. About how long after that March 16 arrest was it 
that this incident took place? 

Mr. Dixon. I couldn’t recall no specific time. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ask to go along ? 

Mr. Dixon. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you and Buck go together ? 

Mr. Dixon. We did. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you go? 

Mr. Dixon. We went to Catfish’s house. 

Mr, Bauman. Who was there at the time? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, I would say Cat and his girl friend—— 

Mr. Bauman. Kitty? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And who else? 

Mr. Drxon. Paul. 

Mr. Bauman. By “Paul” you mean Paul Robinson ? 

Mr. Dixon. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did anybody else come in later? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, later, James and Eddie. 

Mr. Bauman. By James you mean Leon James and by Eddie you 
mean Eddie Atkins; is that right ? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. 









634 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Bauman. Where did the men go that came over to Catfish’; 
house that night when you came into the house ? 

Mr. Drxon. Well, they mingled around the room and drank and 
finally they went upstairs. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you go upstairs with them ? 

Mr. Dixon. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened when you got upstairs? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, there was a discussion. It was about 

Mr. Bauman. Could you speak a little more loudly please? There 
was a discussion about what / 

Mr. Dixon. About the Cat. Cat said that a man had been there 
speaking of Mr. Carper and he wanted the names of the people t! 
was in the organization so that he could give them protection. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened ? 

Mr. Drxon. Well, some of the fellows didn’t agree. 

Mr. Bauman. Why not; do you remember, Mr. Dixon ? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, just—some just didn’t want to give the names 
to them of the people that was doing business. 

Mr. Bauman. And what did Catfish say when they objected to give 
the names of the people doing business? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, he said, “You are putting yourself in a bad spot 


























because if you are caught later, it may be too late to say you are in an 
organization then.” 

Mr. Bauman. Was there any discussion as to money that came 
up while you were in the room ? 

Mr. Drxon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the discussion ? 

Mr. Dixon. There was supposed to be $300 paid to Lieutenant 
Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you stay in the room during the time that money 
was discussed ¢ ; 

Mr. Dixon. No; I left and came downstairs and started playing 
combination. 

Mr. Bauman. Why didn’t you stay in the room when the money 
paid was being discussed ? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, that didn’t concern me. 

Mr. Bauman. Why was that? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, the man I was working for, he was upstairs s 
I figured that mine was being taken care of. 

Mr. BaumMAN. For whom were you working at that time? 

Mr. Dixon. Leon James. 

Mr. Bauman. During this period what quantities were you deal- 
ing in? 

Mr. Dixon. Capsules. 

Mr. Bauman. How many at a time would you say were your big 
sales? ° 7 

Mr. Drxon. I would sell sometimes 100, 150 a week. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you pay for these capsules ? 

Mr. Dixon. A dollar a capsule. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you sell them for? 

Mr. Dixon. A dollar and a quarter, maybe a dollar and a half. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Lieutenant Carper in or near 
Catfish’s home ? 
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Mr. Drxon. I have. 

Mr. Bauman. On how many occasions have you seen him there ? 

Mr. Drxon. I would say twice. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you give us any idea of when the first time was, 
Mr. Dixon ? 

Mr. Drxon. Well, I couldn’t be too sure, but—I don’t recall what 
I was doing out there, but anyway I was in the house and he came 
inand him and Cat went upstairs. 

Mr. Bauman. By “him and Cat” you mean whom ? 

Mr. Drxon. Catfish. 

Mr. Bauman. Catfish and who else? 

Mr. Dixon. Mr. Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Dixon. They went upstairs and I don’t know what happened 
up there. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened on the other occasion about which 
you have testified ? 

* Mr. Drxon. Well, the same thing occurred. They went upstairs in 
thisroom and I couldn’t say what happened. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, after Carper left on these occasions did Catfish 
say anything? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, on the first occasion after they came downstairs 
and Mr. Carper had gone he said he got the green light from the top— 
something. 

Mr. Bauman. Who said that? 

Mr. Dixon. Catfish. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

The CHamMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator WeLKER. May I have that last answer, Mr. Dixon? 

Mr. Drxon. I said on the first occasion when Mr. Carper came—let 
out, rather, Cat said that he had the go signal or the green light. 

Senator WELKER. I see. 

The CHarrMan. Senator Hunt. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Dixon, to raise the first $250 that you paid to 
Jim Yellow it was necessary that you pawn some of your clothes. 
Would you give us the name of the pawnshop where you pawned your 
clothes ¢ 

Mr. Drxon. Well, [had a couple of pawnshops I pawned my clothes. 
One was Sam’s Pawnbrokers in the 1200 block of Seventh Street NW., 
and I would say Max down on D Street NW., between Ninth and Tenth. 

Senator Hunt. And from whom did you borrow the money? You 
said it was necessary to also borrow some money. 

Mr. Dixon. I said I did. 

Senator Hunr. And whom did you borrow that money from? 

Mr. Dixon. I wouldn’t care to say, sir. 

Senator Hunt. Well, to tie the various ends of this testimony to- 
gether and get a full and complete story, Mr. Dixon, it is almost 
necessary that you follow out these details in order to prove to us 
that your story is true, and I think you should give this to the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. Drxon. Well, I am very sorry, but I will not. 

Senator Hunt. When you borrowed that $250 and paid it to Jim, 
What was the denomination of the bills; were they all small bills or 
were there some—were there any $50 bills or $20 bills among them? 
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Mr. Dixon. Well, there might have been a $20 bill, but I am sur 
there was no $50 bills in the money. 

Senator Hunt. When you followed Jim Yellow, did you ever tell 
him that you had followed him to see if he delivered the money 
Lieutenant Carper? 

Mr. Dixon. No, sir: I did not. 

Senator Hunt. You did not. 

Mr. Drxon. Not to my knowing I didn’t. 

Senator Hunr. When you got your first purchase of narcotics to 
sell—your first eoods—did you get it on the cuff or did you have the 
money to pay for your first goods? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, I was working along with what you might c 1 
a percentage basis. It was given to me and I sold it. If I kept 
destroyed my part, that was my business. AI] I had to do was retum 
the doll: ar. 

Senator Hunr. You are a user of narcotics yourself, Mr. 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir: I am. 

Senator Hunr. When you were arrested were you given any hel; 
by the authorities in combating your use of narcotics, or were you 
just—— 

Mr. Drxon. I was put on cold turkey. 

Senator Hunr. You were put on cold turkey; nobody offered to 
help you during that time? 

Mr. Dixon. Nobody. 

Senator Weiker. May I have just a question, Leonard ? 

When, to be exact, was the date you raised the first $250 to oive { 
Cat to make the pavoff to Lieutenant Carper? 

Mr. Dixon. To give to who? 

Senator WeLker. Didn’t you give it to Catfish ? 

Mr. Dixon. No: I gave it to Jim Yellow. 

Senator Werker. I beg your pardon, I am wrong and you are 

right. You gave it to Jim Yellow? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. What date was this? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, I couldn’t recall the date, but the reason I recall 
the month, it was either before or after my birthday. 

Senator Werxer. All right; of course, any month is usually be- 
fore or after, but do you recal]—— 

Mr. Dixon. August. 

Senator Weixer. August of-—— 

Mr. Dixon. 1949. 

Senator We.xer. In August of 1949. 

Now. Leonard. outside of Max’s place 
that other shop you gave? 

Mr. Dixon. Sam’s P awnbrokers. 
Senator Werxer. Sam and Max—did you ever pawn any clot! 
ing or anything else that you recall of in the fall or, say, July 1949! 

Mr. Dixon. Well, I couldn’t say because pawning is something like 
a habit with me. [Laughter.] 

Senator Wetker. Yes. 

Mr. Dixon. Most of my business T had with Sam. 


Senator Weixker. Most of your business you had with Sam? 
Mr. Drxon. Yes. sir. 
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Senator Wetxker. But you did a little bit of business with Max? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Now, do you have any other knowledge of any 
other pawnshop you may hs ave done business with ? 

Mr. Drxon. No, I don’t. 

Senator WreL_ker. Did you redeem the clothes? 

Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator WEL KER. You did. And do you ree all how muc h money 


you got out of your clothes that you hi: ad to pawn to make the initial 
pi ayment ? 


Mr. Dixon. No, sir; I don’t. 

Senator Wetker. How much money did you borrow 
friends ? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, I can’t even recall the amount of money I had in 

my poe ‘ket. The only thing I can say is that between the three, the 
money I had in my pocket, the mone y that I borrowed and the money 
I pawned my clothes for, there wasn’t too much left from the $250. 

Senator WELKER. Now, the reason why you do not want to give 
the names of your friends is that you think it might involve them 
some manner ; 

Mr. Dixon. Well, I wouldn’t say that. 

Senator Wetker. Is there some other reason you do not want 
give the name ? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, the best I can say is that I don’t want to give 

Senator WELKER. Now, Leonard, answer my question. Suppose if 
we would talk to this person, find out who it was in private and not 

public before television and radio, I suppose you would be willing 
to talk to us about this loan from whomever it might have been ? 

Mr. Dixon. Well, I don’t think that person would car¢ 
the picture. 

Senator WELKER. Not even if we might call a very executive session 
where no one is around other than the committee counsel and some 
members of this committee ? 

Mr. Dixon. That is right. 

Senator WELKER. Now, I want to get the place where you 
original $250 ps Lyoft to Jim Yellow. Where was this? 

Mr. Drxon. It is the lunchroom. The name is the—J. & W.., « 
Ninth Street between N and O. 

Senator Wetker. And was Jim Yellow then—he was on the street, 
was he? 

Mr. Drxon. Correct. 

Senator Weiker. After you gave him the $250 did he get in a car or 
did he walk? 

Mr. Drxon. Well, he walked away. 

Senator Weixer. He walked away and he went on to the market 
on O Street between Seventh and Eighth? 

Mr. Drxon. Correct, sir. 

Senator WeLiKxer. And how far is that from this restaurant t ? 

Mr. Drxon. Well, I would say that is about a good block and a hi: lf. 

Senator Wetxer. A block and a half. Did Jim Yellow know that 
you were following him ? 

Mr. Dixon. Not that I know of. 

Senator Wetxer. Well, then, you watched when he started and 
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Mr. Drxon. I couldn’t have lost track of him because he had my 
money in his pocket. _[ Laughter. ] 

Senator WeLkerR. Was it in the daytime or in the dark? 

Mr. Dixon. In the daytime, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. You followed him this block and a half? 

Mr. Dixon. I did. 

Senator WeLtxer. And what kind of a car did Jim Yellow approach, 
and lean into? 

Mr. Drxon. Well. it was a black Chevrolet, a Government car, | 
would say. 

Senator Weixer. Black Chevrolet; Government car. Did you see 
the occupants of the car? 

Mr. Dixon. I did. 

Senator Weiker. You saw Lieutenant Carper ? 

Mr. Dixon. I did. 

Senator Wre._xer. Was there anybody else in there ? 

Mr. Dixon. No, sir; there wasn’t. 

Senator WELKER. From where did you observe Lieutenant C arpe r! 
Was it across the street or immediately beside the car or where ? 

Mr. Dixon. I was across the street. 

Senator WeLker. You were across the street; and did Jim Yellow 
see you watching him? 

Mr. Dixon. Not that I know of. 

Senator Weiker. Was there anybody else there that you recall! 

Mr. Drxon. It was in the daytime; it was in front of the market 
The market space was crowded. 

Senator We.ker. Was there anybody else over by the car? 

Mr. Drxon. No. 

Senator Wetker. Nobody going by the car? 

Mr. Drxon. At a market anybody might be going by an automo- 
bile 

Senator Wetker. I am speaking of about across the street. 

Mr. Dixon. I was on one side of the street, he was on the side by 
the market. 

Senator Weiker. And what door did he come up to, the driv: 
seat of the car? 

Mr. Dixon. No. 

Senator Weiker. He came up on the other side? 

Mr. Dixon. Correct. 

Senator Weikxer. And was the driver of the car Lieutenant Carper! 

Mr. Dixon. Correct, sir. 

Senator Welker. And where was he seated in the car? 

Mr. Drxon. Under the steering wheel. 

Senator We.ker. Under the steering wheel. Was anybody wit! 
him ? 

Mr. Drxson. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Now, once again, did—what did Jim Yellow do! 
Mr. Drxon. He came up to the automobile and stuck his head 
then he put his arms in and after I passed and I seen it was Lieutenant 
Carper and I kept going and went and returned to the lunch roon 

Senator WELKER. You did not see Jim Yellow actually transfer the 
money, you just saw him stick his arms in? 
Mr. Dixon. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Weiker. And that satisfied you that a payoff had been 
made ? 

Mr. Drxon. Correct. 

Senator WELKER. Now, did you continue to dig up this $250 every 
month or nearly every month ¢ 

Mr. Drxon. Only twice. 

Senator Weker. Twice. Would that give you protection for 
a month or more than 1 month ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. The month. 

Senator Wetker. And you happened to know how much Leon 
James had to pay? 

Mr. Dixon. No, sir; I wasn’t upstairs. 

Senator Wetker. Did you hear from anybody what Leon James 
had to pay ? 

Mr. Dixon. Only what I read in the paper or heard on television. 

Senator WeiKer. And have you heard of any other seller of nar- 
cotics paying any sums to any official of the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. Dixon. Hearsay. 

Senator WeLKer. Well, would you name those people who heard 
that ? 

Mr. Drxon. Would I name them? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. 

Mr. Drxon. No; I don’t think I would, sir. 

Senator WELKER. You wouldn’t want to do that? 

Mr. Dixon. No; I wouldn’t. 

Senator WeLkKer. That is all. 

Senator Hunt. When did you last talk with Jim Yellow ? 

Mr. Dixon. When did I last talk with him? 

Senator Hunr. Yes. 

Mr. Drxon. On the street ? 

Senator Hunt. Anywhere. 

Mr. Dixon. Well, we are in the District Jail together. 

Senator Hun. Did you have an opportunity to talk with Jim day 
by day? 

Mr. Drxon. Yes. 

Senator Hunt. Do you discuss with him what is taking place up 
here in this room ? 

Mr. Dickson. No. I mean, we read the papers. 

Senator Hunt. You mean you do not talk about the hearings and 
about the investigations ? 

Mr. Drxon. Oh, sure. 

Senator Hunt. Have you and Jim talked together to see that your 
stories coincide and you are all telling exactly the same facts to this 
committee ? 

Mr. Dixon. No, sir; we haven’t. 

Senator Hunr. Do you know, by being with Jim and talking with 
him daily, that aed is any divergence ‘from the testimony Jim has 
given and the testimony you have given here? Do you know whether 
or not all the testimony has all been alike and the same ? 

Mr. Dixon. I wouldn’t know, sir. 

Senator Hunt. But you do have opportunities to talk with him 
daily? 

Mr. Drtxon. Correct. 
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Mr. Bauman. May I ask a question about that? Mr. B 
As a matter of fact, Mr. Dixon, you testified in executive session, J Mr. C 
too; isn’t that correct? Mr. B 
Mr. Drxon. I don’t understand you. F little lon 
Mr. Bauman. I say, you have previously testified before this com. Now, 
mittee in executive session; is that right? were als 
Mr. Dixon. That is right. to 1 yea 
Mr. Bauman. And at that time there was nothing in the papers J convicti 
as to whether or not—or on the television or any other way—as t Mr. C 
whether or not Jim Yellow was about to testify, is that right? Mr. B 
Mr. Dixon. You are right, sir. you con’ 
Mr. Bauman. Now, did you know before you came to execiitive J Mr. C 
session that Jim Y os was going to testify ! Mr. E 
Mr. Drxon. No. sir. I did not. (ireen, V 
Mr. Bauman. Did you and Jim Yellow discuss before your appeur- Mr. ( 
ance in the executive session the fact that he was going to testify or Mr. B 
had in fact testified ? that rig! 
Mr. Dixon. No, sir. Mr. C 
Mr. Bauman. Have I or any member of the subcommittee staff or Mr. B 
any member of the subcommittee made any promises to you, Mr, & rests wh 
Dixon. in order to get you to testify? Mr. ¢ 
Mr. Dixon. Nobody. Mr. B 
Mr. Bauman. Thank you. Mr. C 
Sen: stor Hunt. I want to ask counsel if the testimony we have re- Mr. B 
ceived this morning from Mr. Dixon is almost exactly the same \ Mr. C 
received in executive session. drugs. 
Mr. Bauman. Almost identical. Mr. B 
The Cuamman. Call the next witness? Mr. ( 
Mr. Bauman. Daniel Cole. Mr. B 
Mr. Bauman. Will you please rise and be sworn, Mr. Cole ? ing mar 
The C HAIRMAN. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you are JR Mr. ¢ 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but | Mr. B 
truth, so help you God? years ol 
Mr. Corr. I do. Mr. ( 
The CHAIRMAN. Pre ceed. The ¢ 
Mr. ¢ 
TESTIMONY OF DANIEL S. COLE 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name? 

Mr. Corr. Daniel S. Cole. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Cole, you sound to me like you and | 
similar voices and it is probably just as difficult for you to hea 
as it is for me to hear you, so will you speak up very much loude: 
do the best yom can so that these people can hear you? Will: 
that, please ? 

Me Corte. Yes, I will. 

Mr. Bauman. How old are you? 

Mr. Corr. Twenty-four years old. 

Mr. Bauman. And you now are serving a sentence of 1 year 
months on a narcotics charge? 

Mr. Corr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. When were you convicted on the charge on 
you are now serving that sentence? 


Mr. Corr. August 13 
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Mr. Bauman. Of what year? 
Mr. Cote. Of 1951. 
Mr. Bauman. I am going to ask you if you will speak up just a 
little louder, if you please. There isa great deal of noise outside. 
his com: Now, at the time you were convicted on the charge of narcotics, you 
were also convicted of larceny, is that correct, and you were sentenced 
to 1 year and that sentence was to run cone urrently with the narcotics 
papers {& conviction, is that right? 
y—as ti Mr. Cote. That is right. 
¢ Mr. Bauman. Did you plead guilty to the narcotics charge or were 
you convicted ¢ 
Mr. Corr. I pleaded guilty. 
Mr. Bauman. You actually made sales to a policeman, William 
Green, who Le involved in that case, is that correct ? 
Mr. Cote. I did. 
Mr. Bauman. Now, in 1948, you had previously been convicted, 
that right ? 
Mr. Cote. That is correct. 
Mr. Bauman. From 1945 to 1947 you had a number of other ar- 
rests which did not result in conviction; is that right ? 
Mr. Cotx. That is correct. 
Mr. Bauman. They are mostly larcenies; is that correct? 
Mr. Core. Larcenies, yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. How did those arrests come about? 
Mr. Cote. Through my use of narcotics—to obtain money to buy 
drugs. 
Mr, Bauman. How long have you been using drugs 
Mr. Cote. Approximately 614 or 7 years. 
Mr. Bauman. When was the first time you used any drug, includ- 
ing marijuana ¢ 
Mr. Cotz. When I was about 15 years old. 
Mr. Bauman. What drug did you start in with when you were 15 
years ok |? 
Mr. Cox. Marijuana. 
lhe Cuatrrman. Where did you buy that? 
Mr. CoLrE. Sir? 
»CuatrMan. Where did you buy that? 
C oLe. I bought it from several different 
i¢ CHAIRMAN. In what city? 
. Cote. Washington, D. C. 
‘. Bauman. About how long after that 
ore vicious drugs ? 
Contre. About 1945. 
ir. Bauman. You were then about 17 years old? 
. Corte. That is right. 
lr. Bauman. What were you using, Mr. 
Coir. Coe aine and he roin. 
Ciamman. Where did you get that? 
r. Cote. Sir? 
e CHamrrMAN. Where did you get that? 
Mr. Corr. In D. C., Washington, D. C. 
The Cuatrman. On the streets or in somebody’s house ¢ 
Mr. Corr. On the streets and in houses. 
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The Cuatrman. Were habit-forming drugs being generally 
dled here at that time? 

Mr. Cotz. No; they weren’t. They were mostly being peddled 
houses at that particular time. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, about 1946 or 1945, I believe you testified t| 
you started to use heroin; is that right? 

Mr. Coreg. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And in order to keep up your habit, did you fi: 
necessary to go into the business of selling heroin? 

Mr. Corr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it that you couldn’t earn enough or steal 
enough to support the habit; is that right? 

Mr. Core. I figured it was a safer means to acquire the money. 

The CuatrMan. Please speak so that you can be heard. 

Mr. Core. I will try, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, for about 3 weeks in January and February of 
1950 you were a voluntary patient at the Lexington Public Healt 
Service Hospital; is that right ? 

Mr. Corr. I was. 

Mr. Bauman. That is at Lexington, Ky.; is that right? 

Mr. Corr. At Lexington, Ky. 

Mr. Bauman. After you left Lexington at that time, where did 
you got 

Mr. Corr. I returned to Washington and started selling narcot 

Senator Hunt. How long were you in Lexington ? 

Mr. Coir. Approximately 3 weeks. 

Senator Hunt. How long? 

Mr. Cote. Approximately 3 weeks. 

Senator Hunt. Were you admitted on your own, did you ask per: 
mission to come into the institution, or did you come there to serve 
out part of a sentence / 

Mr. Cote. I asked permission to volunteer for a cure. 

Senator Hunr. Tell the committee what type of treatment vo 
ceived while you were there. 

Mr. Core. Well, I received a reduction in shots until they fig 
that my body could stand to be without drugs, when they thought I 
could be without drugs without harming me too much. 

Senator Hunt. Did you leave volunt: irily ? 

Mr. Cotx. Yes; I left voluntarily, against medical advice. 

Senator Hunvr. Did the institution make any effort to keep i: 
tact with you to see if you went back to drugs again ? 

Mr. Coir. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Hunr. You had never any further correspondence \ 
them after you le o ¢ 

Mr. Coir. No; I didn’t. 

Senator Hunt. Do you agree with this statement: That is a 
derful institution ? 

Mr. Core. I do. 

Mr. Bauman. He is incarcerated there now. 

Senator Hunt. Oh, you are at Lexington now ? 

Mr. Core. Yes. 

Senator Hunt. Well, answer the question anyway. 

Mr. Coxe. I do. 
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Senator Hunt. They are doing a great work, don’t you think ? 

Mr. Coxg. I think so, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, coming back to the time in 1950 after you 
returned from Lexington, what was your main source of supply of 
narcotics ¢ 

Mr. Cots. My main source of supply of narcotics? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cotz. Who was I getting it from ? 

Mr. Bauman. Exactly. 

Mr. Cote. From a man named Emanuel Broussard. 

Mr. Bauman. Is he known as Bruce or Brucey / 

Mr. Cote. Yes, in the narcotics world his name is Bruce. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get any heroin from any other source? Any 
other sellers ¢ 

Mr. Coz. I bought heroin from Randolph Turner. 

Mr. Bauman. Anyone else / 

Mr. Cote. And I bought some from Streamy. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Streamy’s full name? 

Mr. Coir. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you said your main source was the man 
named Broussard; is that right ? 

Mr. Core. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know anybody with whom Broussard was 
afliliated, or connected ? 

Mr. Cote. He was associated with Robert Williams, known as Bob 
Williams. 

Mr. Bauman. Bob Williams is another narcotics seller; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Cote. Yes; he was. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Broussard mostly in the Washington, D. C., area 
during the time you were dealing with him? 

Mr. Cote. He was—he came here quite. frequently and left off and on. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where he is from originally ? 

Mr. Cote. I have been led to believe by him that he is from New 
York City. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where he lives in Washington while he 
is here ? 

Mr. Corr, 1828 Seventh Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Northwest ? 

Mr. Coir. Northwest. 

Mr. Bauman. And that is in Washington, D. C.; is that right? 

Mr. Corr. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. In the late spring of 1950 did you and Broussard 
come to some understanding about the handling of Broussard’s Wash- 
ington narcotics business ? 

Mr. Corr. He asked me to handle his drugs here in Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that at about that time, in the spring of 19502 

Mr. Cote. It was about the spring of 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. What conversation did you have with Broussard at 
about that time; what arrangements did you make, if any? 

Mr. Coir. Well, he arranged to pay me 10 percent off the dollar. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you have to pay Broussard for the narcotics 
you bought from him ¢ Supposing you bought a capsule, what did you 
pay for ‘the « ‘capsule of heroin / 























































644 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 





Mr. Coir. Ninety cents. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you buy the glue kind or cut heroin ? 
Mr. Core. I bought glue or cut heroin from him at $20 an ounce. 


Mr. Bauman. Now, you were free to sell that at any price you could 
get for that; is that right? 

Mr. Cote. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And anything you could get above what you paid for 
it was your own? 

Mr. Corr. That is correct. 

Mr. Biuman. What did Broussard tell you, if anything, about the 
volume of his business that was going on at that time? 

Mr. Corr. He told me he was—he was blanking out and he was 
doing approximately $5,000 worth of business a week. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you anything as far as protection ? 

Mr. Cour. Yes. He told me that if I would work for him TI would 
be protected. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you how he knew you would be protected? 

Mr. Coir. He said that he had connections with Lieutenant H. H. 
Carper of the Narcotics Squad. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you what the nature of the connection was? 

Mr. Corr. He said that Bob was the payoff man for Lieutenant 
Carper and he paid Bob Williams for protection of his men. 

Mr. Bauman. From about June of 1950 did you operate in selling 
narcotics ¢ 

Mr. Corr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And from what location did you do that ? 

Mr. Core. From the Clore Hotel, between Sixth and Seventh, o1 
Ss Street. 

Mr. Biuman. Is that Clarence? 

Mr. Core. Clore. 

Mr. Bauman. C-l-o-r-e? 

Mr. Corr, That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Broussard living at 1828 Seventh Street NW, a 
that time / 

Mr. Coir. He was. 


Mr. B \UMAN. Around Christmastime, did you move? 

Mr Corr. At Christmastime I moved at his apartment. 
. Bacman. Whose apartment ? 

Mi . Corr. Emanuel Broussard. 


‘fr. Bataran. Where was Broussard getting his drugs from? 
Mr Corr. He was getting drugs from New York Citv? 
Mr. Bauman. How did they come into Washington? 


AT 


Mr. Coir. Well, at times I would bring them from New York 


1f 
i+ 





Mr. Batman. Who else brought them from New York ? 

Mir. Cote. He brought them sometimes and sometimes Cedric. 

Mr. Bauman. Cedric? 

Mr. Cour. Cedric. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Cedric’s last name? 

Mir. Corre. Lawson. 

Mr. Baumawn. Lawson. L-a-w-s-o-n ? 

Mr. Cote. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. While you were selling for Broussard, what was the 
gross weekly volume of your business? 
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Mr. Coir. Well, I taken it to be about $5,000 worth a week. 

Mr. BauMAN. You were selling $5,000 worth a week ? 

Mr. Cote. No; through the different people that I was distribut- 
jng to. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in addition to those or among those distribu- 
tors, or in addition to them, did you also supply a man by the name 


Mr. Corr. Yes: I did. 

Mr. Bauman. What name did you know him by? 

Mr. Core. I knew him as Turk. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, do you know his real name? 

Mr. Cote. No, I don’t—Allan—I learned his name is Williams. 

Mr. Bauman. Allan Williams? 

Mr. Core. Allan Williams. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know anything about Turk? 

Mr. Cote. Yes: I know him to be a drug peddler. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know anything about his background or 
criminal record ? 

Mr. Cotz. Yes: he was implicated in a murder. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that ? 

Mr. Corr. It was—it took place in New York City. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what his sentence was at that time? 

Mr. Corn. I think it was 5 to 8 years, if I am not mistaken. 

Mr. BaAuMAN. We have had checked Williams’ record at the New 
York district attorney’s office, and they informed us in that connec- 
tion that Allan Williams, who has a long string of aliases and a long 
storv of criminal record, was convicted for homicide and he was 
sentenced to from 5 to 8 years. Since we did not have this informa- 
tion until 9:15 this morning it was impossible for this witness to 
have learned it from us. 

Where did you keep the narcotics that you sold, Mr. Cole? 
Mr. Core. All over a certain amount were kept on Righth Street, 
jn the 1800 block. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember any other address at which they 
ayere kept ¢ 

Mr. Cotz. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Were any of them kept at Broussard’s place ? 

Mr. COLE. Well, a cert: un amount were kept there all that was 
thought safe to be kept there. 

Mr. Bauman. Lam sorry; I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Cote. Over a certain quantity was moved, a certain quantity, 
just enough for a day. 

Mr. Bauman. Just enough for a day was kept at Broussard’s place, 
and all the rest of it was kept in this apartment in the 1800 | lock ot 
Kighth Street : is that correct ? 

Mr. Cote. That is right. 

Ir. BaumMAN. During this period that you were working for Brous- 
Bird, did you have any talk with him about protection he was paying 


to Bob Williams? ; 


on OLE. Yes. J wanted him to be more definite about it 1 case 


] Ss arrested. 


a , , . . . 
Mr. Bauman. Yes. What conversation did you have with Bob 
Bdout that? 
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Mr. Cote. I asked him why he didn’t give his money dir 
Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he tell you about that ? 

Mr. Coz. Well, we discussed it for several days, and he said thy 
he should look into it and he was supposed to make arrangemery; 
with Bob Williams to see Carper personally. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you ever see Bob Williams at 1828 Sey. 
Street at any time? 

Mr. Coz. I have seen him there numerous times. 

Mr. Bauman. And was the subject of protection paid brought 
at any time? 

Mr. Cour. Yes; it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Who would enter into these discussions about », 
tection / . 

Mr. Cote. The three of us: Emanuel Broussard, Bob Willian: 
and I. 

Mr. Bauman. About how many such occasions do you remenile: 
where protection was discussed among you three ? 

Mr. Cote. Maybe three or four times. 

Mr. Bauman. What, to the best of your recollection, were thos 
conversations ? 

Mr. Core. They were at a standstill, and we didn’t want to her 
any conversation; we wanted action. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, tell us what you and Broussard said to Wi. 
liams and what he said to you. 

Mr. Corr. Well, Broussard was talking to Williams and sai: 
wanted to arrange to meet Lieutenant Carper. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened ? 

Mr. Cote. And arrangements were made to meet him on the 10) 
of November 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. How do you remember that, Mr. Cole, that dat 

Mr. Corr. Well, I remember the date because it never took plac, 
and the next morning I asked a fellow addict of mine and he said-l 
discussed it with him and he said he was coming past his place t 
pick up the payoff. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, that arrangement was set up for Nov 
16 of what year, Mr. Cole? 

Mr. Core. Of 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. You say that never took place; right? 

Mr. Coir. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you or Broussard or you and Broussard evei 
any further conversation with Williams about that ? 

Mr. Core. Well, Williams told us that it would happen the nes 
month, that the payoff would be the next 16th, the 16th of Decer 

Mr. Bauman. What happened about the 16th of the followm 
month ? 

Mr. Corr. Well, we waited at 1828 but he did not call, so he 
past and he said that it would be the next day, on the 17th day 

Mr. Bauman. Who came past and told you that? 

Mr. Corte. Bob Williams. 

Mr. Bauman. On December 17 did you and Broussard go soe 
where ? 

Mr. Corr. We went to Bob Williams’ apartment at Sher! 
Avenue and Barry Place. 
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Mr. Bauman. What happened? 

Mr. Cote. Well, we had been there talking about 10 or 15 minutes, 
and Bob Williams opened the door, and a person that he greeted as 
Mr. Carper had conversation with him to this effeet—— 

Mr. Bauman. Well, were you in the room in which this conversa- 
tion was going on? 

Mr. Coz. 1 was not. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Broussard ? 

Mr. Cotz. No; Broussard was not. 

Mr. Bauman. Where were you and Broussard / 

Mr. Cox. We were in the adjoining room. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the conversation that you heard between 
Williams and this man whom he addressed as Mr. Carper / 

Mr. Cotx. Bob Williams raised his voice so that we could hear and 
asked him, “Do you have any information of an elderly fellow named 
Bruce ?” 

Mr. Carper cut him off and said, “I never heard of the name, and 
I don’t want to know anything about it.” 

And so he said, “W ell, do 1 you have veiniibiliea on Danny ?’ 

He says, “I have heard quite a bit about him for some time, but we 
don’t have him under surveillance as yet, and when we do get him 
under surveillance I will let you know and he can freeze.” 

Mr. Bauman. “I will let him freeze.” Is that it? 

Mr. Core. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. What does that expression “freeze” mean ? 

Mr. Cotz. Well, in the underworld it means you can stop whatever 
you are doing. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, did you hear any further conversation between 
Williams and this other man ? 

Mr. Cotze. Yes; I did. 

Mr. BauMAN. Please tell the committee what it was. 

Mr. Coir. He told Bob Williams that he had heard that he had been 
to New York and spent quite a bit of money gambling and with women 
and he would see him the next time. 

Mr. Bauman. Was there anything else you heard in that conversa- 
tion, to the best of your recollection ? 

Mr. Corie. The last words I think he said was he would see him next 
month. 

Mr. Bauman. All right. You did not see the man that was in that 
room at any time; is that right? 

Mr. Cotz. No; I did not. 

Mr. BAUMAN. "You did not see Williams give anybody any thing 
on that occasion; is that correct ? 

Mr. Cote. No; I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you recognize the voice you heard in that room 
with Mr. Williams? 

Mr. Cotz. Yes; I recognized it 

Mr. Bauman. And whose voice was it ? 

Mr. Cote. It was—as far as my recollection was concerned, it was 
Lieutenant Carper’s voice. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you known Lieutenant Carper before? 

Mr. Core. Yes: I had. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you ever spoken to him before ? 
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Mr. Cote. Yes; I had. 

Mr. Bauman. On about how many occasions? 

Mr. Coir. Maybe 10 or 12 occasions. 

Mr. Bauman. On 10 or 12 occasions. What were those occasions, 
Mr. Cole? 

Mr. Corr. Well, I would be in some dope pia, and he would come 
in probably with someone who had been robbed, and he would come 
in looking for a suspect, and he would just tell us to keep our seats 
and he would come around and probably make a couple of the fellows 
stand up so the complaining witness got a good look at him, and if 
they didn’t want any information or anything he would leave. 

Mr. Bauman. You say that happened about 10 or 12 occasions; js 
that right ? 

Mr. Corr. Well, not definite in that way but similar to that. 

Mr. Bauman. That is the reason that you feel sure that this was 
Lieutenant Carper you heard in this place? 

Mr. Cote. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Broussard ever tell you how much he was pay- 
ing? 

Mr. Coz. He was supposed to have been paying $200 a month. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you how he made it ? 

Mr. Coir. He was supposed to have taken it to Bob Williams, and 
Bob Williams was a central poo! for different people paying off. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he paying $200 a month in a lump sum or paying 
in smaller sums than $200? 

Mr. Corx. He said it was $100 every 2 weeks but that he paid it 
once a month. 

Mr. Bauman. I see. About when was it paid; do you know? 

Mr. Corr. It was paid around the 16th of every month. 

Mr. Bauman. Lest there be any question about ‘this witness hay- 
ing heard Mr. Carper’s testimony with regard to his deposits, I should 
like to inform the committee that this man was interviewed at Lexing 
ton, Ky., by a staff investigator on February 13, well over 1 mont! 
before there was any indication about these deposits, and so he could 
not possibly have known about them. 

Do you know for how many months Broussard paid Carper t 
$200 a month ? 

Mr. Coir. From around April that year, he had. 

Mr. Bauman. April of what year? 

Mr. Coir. April of the year 1950, 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Corz. He had reported to me that he had been paying Ca 
off for protection. 

Mr. Bauman. Until when did that payoff continue? 

Mr. Corr. That payoff, to my knowledge, continued until I was 
arrested, March 18, 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever go to New York to obtain any of th 
narcotics ? 

Mr. Corz. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. On about how many occasions did you do so? 

Mr. Cor E. Well, I went up there probably be tween 8 and 10 times 

Mr. Bauman. Did you meet aebods up there 

Mr. Core. I would go to the Edison Hotel, room 411, and meet 
Emanuel Broussard. 
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Mr. Bauman. You say you met Broussard in the Edison Hotel? 
Mr. Corz. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And 7 remember room 411? 

Mr. Corz. Yes; I 

Mr. Bauman. bos you remember any other room? 

Mr. Cote. No; I don’t remember any other room. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, tell us what would happen when you got up to 


' the Edison Hotel on these occasions. 


Mr. Coir. He would have some narcotics there, probably, or he 
would call up and tell the connection to come and bring it. 

Mr. Bauman. Would the narcotics be right in this room at the Edi- 
son ¢ : 

'r, Cotx. Not all the time. 
jortion of them would be there. 

Mr. Bauman. When they were given to you, how were they wrap- 
ec ? 

Mr. Corr. They would be wrapped in either Christmas, if it was 
near Christmas, or in a birthdaylike package with gift wrapping on 
it. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. Were drugs ever delivered to Broussard while 
you were at the Hotel Edison ? 

Mr. Cote. Yes; they were. 

Mr. Bauman. On about how 
delivered ? 

Mr. Corx. To my recollection maybe about three times. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who delivered them ? 

Mr. Cote. It was one time a fellow named Harry delivered some. 

Mr. Bauman. And on other occasions who handled them, do you re- 
member ? 

Mr. Cote. A fellow named Knox. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Harry ’s last name ? 

Mr. Corr. I don’t know Harry’s last name. 

Mr. Bauman. In what month did you make these trips to New York 
at the Edison ? 

Mr. Cotx. I made most of these trips between Christmas of 1950 
and March 18, 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in this connection, the commanding officer of the 
New York City Police Department Narcotics Bureau caused the regis- 
tration records of the Hotel Edison in New York to be checked. It 
appears from the registration records that a Mr. and Mrs. Emanuel 
Broussard were registered at the Edison Hotel in New York once in 
1950 and three times in 1951, in the period from January 6 through 
March 3. Mr. Broussard gave a Washington address, 1828 Seventh 
Street. On one occasion, according to the hotel records, he was ac- 
tually assigned room 411 of that hotel. 

I might say too, that the records of the Hotel Edison were also 
checked with regard to whether a man by the name of Robert or Bob 
Williams stayed at the Edison Hotel, and they disclose that he has 
been there repeatedly about the same time that Broussard was there. 

In order to cooperate with the New York City authorities, [ advised 
them of the information we had, so that it would be made available to 
them considerably in advance of these hearings. 


Sometimes they would be there or a 


many such occasions were they 
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I might also point out that on one occasion when Williams registere(| Mr. B: 
in the Edison he gave exactly the same address as Broussard gaye, Mr. Cc 
Now, you were arrested on March 19, 1951; is that nght? Mr.B 
Mr. Corr. On March 18. Mr. Ci 
Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon, March 18, 1951. You were then 
taken before the commissioner; is that right? Pe B 
Mr. Corz. I was. Mr. Ci 
Mr. Bauman. What bail was fixed at that time? mnauied 
Mr. Coxx. A bail of $2,000. er. B 
Mr. Bauman. Did you make bail ? Mr. Ci 
Mr. Corer. Yes; I did. is 
Mr. Bauman. When did you make bail ? Mr. B 
Mr. Corz. On April 25. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Then you were in jail between March 18 or 19 ani Mr.B 
April 25; is that correct ? Mr. 
Mr. Coir. That is correct. Mr.B 
Mr. Bauman. Did you see this undercover man by the name of Did 3 
Green over at the prison at any time before you made bail? Tavlor? 
Mr. Cote. I did. Vr Cc 
Mr. Bauman. And could you tell us when that was? Mr.B 
Mr. Corx. It was between the 15th and the 20th, if I am not mis Mr. C 
taken, of April. mistake: 
Mr. Bauman. Well now, on this, I have asked the prison authorities “Mr. B 
to check their records, and this morning about 9:15 I received fro ite. 
the Department of Corrections information indic ‘ating that Privat: ol 1 dc 
William Green of the Metropolitan Police Department visited t] that eve 
man on April 19, 1951. Mr 
Wh: . happened when Mr. Green came to see you in the prison? Mr. 


]wasan 


Mr. Corr. Well, he came to see me and he told me that I was ii Mr. 
lot of a and that he heard that I had animosity toward him an Mr. 


intended to harm him, and I assured him I did not have any ideas co Mr 
cerning harming him, and he told me something about my personal at Mr. ¢ 
fairs and about my clothes had been stolen and different possessions of fi ay wnde 
mine, and he told me that I could do myself a lot of good because Mi: a8 
Carper was in hot water and could use some convictions, and it would Mr. ¢ 
be a credit to him and the Government if I could get some people for Mr. J 
him. room? 
The Cuarrman. The reporter will please read that answer. Mr. ¢ 
(The last answer was read by the reporter. ) a 
Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you what if anything he would do fo there a 

you? plans 
Mr. Corr. He told me that Mr. Carper could arrange to do me som Mr] 
good in the courts there. Mr. ( 
_Mr. Bauman. Was there any talk about narcotics for you at that I told” 
time? 


the rop 


that m) 
Mr. Corz. Well, I explained to him that practically everyone was i! was—a 


jail and they were very skeptical of people coming out of. jail selling $5 on t 
narcotics to him, and he told me that if I could do it I wouldn't need 1 bills 
any narcotics; that he would give me narcotics, and I could furnish hi 
them to people and they could make the arrests. I sta 
Mr. Bauman. Now, you did get out on bond shortly after that inter- Mr. ] 
view ; didn’t you? Mr. 
Mr. Corr. Yes, Mr. Green called my mother and told her to do 


from t! 
whatever she could for me. 
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Mr. Bauman. And, after you got out, did you buy your narcotics? 

Mr. Cote. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you buy it ? 

Mr. Cote. From a fellow named W ashington and Cedric—Buckle- 
jaws. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember any other names? 

Mr. Core. Well, I bought drugs from quite a few people. I cannot 


‘remember any more. 


Mr. Bauman. Did you have any trouble buying drugs? 

Mr. Coz. No; I didn’t have any trouble at first, but the *y heard that 
Iwas an informer. 

Mr. Bauman. They heard you were reforming; is that it ? 

Mr. Cotz. That is right—what ? 

Mr. Bauman. That you were informing or reforming ? 

Mr. Cot. Informing. 

Mr. Bauman. Informing; thank you. 

Did you in July of 1951 get a call from Detective Sgt. William 
Taylor ( 

Mr. Core. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember about what time that was? 

Mr. Cote. I think it was during the day, about 1:30, if I am not 
mistaken. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, what was the nature of the call ? 

Mr. Corr. He told me to come down and see him; that I probably 


‘could do myself some good, and I came down to see him about 6 o’clock 


that evening. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you go to see him? 

Mr. Cote. I went to see him in the narcotics office, the Bureau. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was there when you were there, Mr. Cole / 

Mr. Cote. Well, when I entered the door, Mr. Taylor was there. 

Mr. Bauman. Was anybody else there ? 

Mr. Cote. Not at that particular time, but later an agent come there, 
an undercover agent. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember his name? 

Mr. Cote. I don’t remember his name. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened when the three of you were in this 
room ¢ 

Mr. Coir. Well, Mr. Taylor told this undercover agent that I knew 
the ropes and J knew quite a few people in the narcotics business out 
there and that I was—and for him to follow me and make whatever 
plans — 

ir. BaumaN. Go ahead. 

Mr. Core. And that he would ultimately get some convictions, and 
I told Mr. Taylor that I was sick and that I needed my narcotics; 
that my habit was done. He filled out a paper—a voucher, I think it 
vero he told a to sign it, and I read it and signed it, and he laid 

$5 on the desk, a $5 bill that was, and that undercover agent took five 
| bills out of his pocket and laid them on the table and took the $5 


[ started to take the money, and he told me not to take the money. 

Mr. Bauman. Who did? 

Mr. Core. Sergeant Taylor, and he produced a box that opened 
from the top and handed me six pills of narcotics and told me that 









it in his pocket. 
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Senator WreLKer. 
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He would give me six for $5. 


Mr. Bauman. Now, 


Senator WELKER. 
did you go, in the District ? 
Mr. Core. Banneker Junior High Sx 
Senator WELKER. 


that is. 
Mr. Bauman. And what is the nature of the narcotics that you say 
you were given at that time? . 
Mr. Corr. It was six capsules of pure heroin. 
Mr. Bauman. Had that happened on any other occasion on whic! 
you signed such a document ? 
Mr. Corr. I signed one or two other vouchers. 
Mr. Bauman. Had the same thing about which vou are now testi- 
fying ever happened on any other previous occasion ? 


such documents did you 


Mr. Cote. I signed to my knowledge two or three: definitely + 
Mr. Bauman. And do you know whether that is the particular 
16, that you signed on that occasion on whic i Vou 
say Sergeant T aylor took $5 and put it in his pocket and gave y 


-an't recall it had. 


d you succeed 
did not. 


Mr. Cote. That is correct. 


Mr. Bauman. After you took this, after you got these six cay 
of pure heroin. you went up Ninth Street—is that correct—and at- 
tempted to get some buys? 

Mr. Corr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Di 


Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 
The CHARMAN. Senator Welker ? 


Senator WeLker. You started using narcotics when vou we 


You had been going to school. Mr. Cole? 
I went to school until I was 15 years old. 


Mr. Cour. IT think it was 8—B. 


You left school when vou were 15; and wl 


‘hool. 


And what grade did you reach; your hig! 


8-B. When did you first use narcotics? 


Then you were 


Mr. Cour. No: I wasn’t 15 in 1944. 
You weren’t 15. 


Mr. Corr. Well, the first time I used them. why. I was — 
friends. I smoked some marijuana, and that was prob: ably about 1944. 


15 years of age, you say? 


How old were you? 
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they would probably be better than any that I had and also cheaper, 
He took the money off the table and put 


I would like to offer for the committee’s jp. 
spection a receipt dated July 16, 1951, which indicates that $* y 
received by this man and signed for by him, received from Lt. H. 
Carper, who was head of the Bureau and who was accountable for this 
fund as head of the Bureau. 
Would you show this to the witness, please ? 
(Whereupon a document was exhibited to the witness. ) 
Mr. Coir. Yes; I am quite sure that is my signature. 
Mr. Bauman. Now, how many 


two, 


in making any buys at that time 


come 
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Mr. Coz. Well, this is 1952, and that has been 8 years ago, and 


}lam 24 now; so that would make me 16 years old. 


Senator WeLKer.. Your friends gave you this first smoke? 

Mr. Corr. Yes; they did. 

Senator WeiKer. Did you pay them for it ? 

Mr. Cote. No; I didn’t. 

Senator Wetxer, And where did this take place? Was it around 
the school grounds or home, or where ¢ 

Mr. Coir. No; we had been to the beach. 

Senator WELKER. You had been to the beach ? 

Mr. Coir. Yes; we had. 

Senator Wetxer. Which one of the boys had—do you know—the 
narijuana ¢ 

Mr. Cog. I can’t remember correctly. 

Senator WELKER. You cannot remember. He gave you oe cigarette, 
and that is the first time you used it. Did you pay for that cigarette, 
Daniel? Did you pay him for it? 

Mr. Cote. I can’t recall; it has been quite some time. 

Senator WeLker. And from that time you continued to use mari- 
juana until you got onto heroin ¢ 

Mr. Cotg. Yes. 

Senator WeLkerR. Did you have any troubie buying narcotics here 
in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Cote. No; I didn’t. 

Senator Wetker. Even though you were a teen-ager you could 
buy it anypli ice ¢ 

Mr. Cotg. Yes. 

Senator WeL_KEerR. Do you know any people you bought your mari- 


juana from ¢ 


Mr. Coir, Yes; I know quite a few people I bought marijuana 
from. 

Senator WeLker. Would you tell the committee the names of those 
people ¢ 

Mr. Corr. Some of those I have, and some I haven’t. I haven't 
been asked. 

Senator Weixer. And would you give them to us now ? 

Mr. Cote. Well, a fellow named Barthole [addressing reporter |— 
no: | don’t know how to spell it—and Edna Higgins and Buster 
Jefferson. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know any more that you can recall? 

Mr. Cote. And Jumping Jack. 

Senator WELKER. Jumping Jack, Do you know his last name? 

Mr. Cotx. No: I don't. 

Senator WeL_xer. Can you think of any more you bought marijuana 
from as a teen-ager, a young man? 

Mr. Cotz. Well, I can’t think of any more right now. 

Senator Weixer. And any of your young friends who were teen- 
agers could buy marijuana at any time? 

Mr. Cotx. Yes. 

Senator WriKker. It was quite commonly done; wasn’t it, Daniel? 

Mr. Cote. Yes; it was. 

Senator Weiker, And how long did you smoke marijuana before 
going onto heroin ? 
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Mr. Cotx. I smoked marijuana until about 1945 or 1946. 

Senator WeLKeErR. 1945 or 1946, and then you started the v: 
drug heroin? 

Mr. Cotz. Yes. 

Senator Weriker. And that is the drug which caused you al] | 
misfortunes you have had and all the suffering you have had 
through in trying to reduce your diet of it; is that correct? 

Mr. ( ‘oLe. That is correct. 

Senator WeLker. And you started in as a dope fiend while you 
still in high school or junior high school; is that right? 

Mr. Corr. Yes. 

Senator Weikxer. And you continued all during the time « 
when you were incarcerated as you are now ¢ 

Mr. Corr. That is correct. 

Senator Weitker. And in desperation you have gone down to Ke 
tucky and asked for relief from this habit; haven’t you? 

Mr. Corr. I have. 

Senator WeLker. And you have not been able to break it? 

Mr. Coir. No; I haven't. 

Senator Wetker. And you haven’t had very much of a cha 
live like other young people; have you, Daniel? I mean, you hav 
had a very good life, considering the fact you have been on t 
vicious opiates from the time you were in high school until the pres 
time ¢ 

Mr. Corr. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. Ang you have been in trouble; you have bee 
jail, and you have suffered great pain—and this dope is not much 
a thing to recommend; it is, - Daniel ? 

Mr. Corr. No; I wouldn't recommend it. 

Senator Wetxker. All right; I want to thank you for that, Da 

Mr. Bauman. Have I or has any member of the subcommitee staf 
promised you anything, Mr. Cole, in order to induce you to testify! 

Mr. Core. No ; they have not. 

Mr. Bavuwan. Mr. Chairman, that is all from this witness. 

I have no further witnesses to call at this hearing, nor have I received 
a request to testify from any of the individuals who were invit 
to appear here if they wanted to. 

Major Barrett has not been in touch with me. Commissioner Yo Ing 
has not been in touch with me, nor has Mr. Fay been in touch with! 

Lieutenant Carper has not as yet requested an opportunity to re 
appeal 

As soon as that is done, as soon as such requests are received fro! 
any of the individuals I have named here, I shall immediately con: 
municate with the committee. 

The Cuarrman. If these persons desire to be heard by the com 
tee, it will only be necessary for them to indicate the day on =r Q 
they wish to appear. 

This hearing is adjourned =e further notice. 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the committee recessed subject to t 


call of the Chair.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TUESDAY, APRIL 8, 1952 


Unrrep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or CoLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFrorcEeMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

lhe subcommittee reconvened at 2 p. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 156, 
agreed to September 15, 1951, and 3S. Res. 267, agreed to J unuary 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.), in room P-—38, United States Capitol Building, Sen- 
Fator Matthew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely and Hunt. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee, 
and Harold Solomon, assistant counsel to the subcommittee. 

Mr. Bauman. This witness has been previously sworn at the Jan- 
uary hearings. He is accompanied by Mr. Collins, his attorney, who 
appeared with him at the January hearing. 


» Heen I 


: 
much 


.o TESTIMONY OF MURRAY OLF; ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM H. 
iteo otal COLLINS, COUNSEL 
aoe Heard in executive session. ) 
~ * * 
received 
» invited {% TESTIMONY OF ABE PLISCO, WASHINGTON, D. C.; ACCOMPANIED BY 
y CHARLES FORD, COUNSEL 
r Young 
with me. The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
ty to ref about to give in this case will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
red from Mr. Putsco. I do. 
ely con: Mr. Bauman. This is Mr. Charles Ford, who represented Major 
) Barrett and who represented Emmitt Warring. In order that my 
comut: §@ position will be consistent, although I expect the ruling of the commit- 
yn which MM tee to be the same as it has been, again I want to state on the record 
my objections to one attorney appearing in executive session where, 
as In this case, he represents two other witnesses. I understand the 
Chair has ruled on that, and I merely preserve the record on that. 
The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. Bauman. What is your name? 
Mr. Putsco. Abe Plisco. 
Mr. Bauman. P-1-i-s-c-0? 
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Mr. Putsco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When were you born ¢ 

Mr. Putsco. 1904. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your date of birth, sir? 

Mr. Putsco. June 3. 

Mr. Bauman. 1904? 

Mr. Pu isco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been known by any other name 

Mr. Prisco. Only what I see in the papers. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you used the name James Dean, D-e-a-n! 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. May we have it understood, Mr. Ford, as we ha) 
some other cases, that it is stipulated by both of us, by the com: 
and by you as this man’s attorney, that in each case where he ref 
to answer a question, he does so upon the ground that it might 
to incriminate him, that in each such case the chairman has dir 
him to answer the question and, after such direction, he again ret 
to answer upon the same ground. Is that agreeable to you, sir/ 

Mr. Forp. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that agreeable to you, Mr. Plisco? 

Mr. PLisco. Yes, sir. 

The CuatmrMan. Do you agree to that stipulation, Mr. Plisco/ 

Mr. Puisco. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is so ordered. 
this afternoon. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you also known as “Jew Boy” 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know anybody by the name of Noah P! 

Mr. P 'LISCO. I decline to answer that question. 


It will govern our proc 


Dietz 


Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been known by the name of N 


Pisco? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of Noah Plisco 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman, Are you married, sir? 

Mr. Puisco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When were you married ? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Are your wife’s parents alive ? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any sisters-in-law ? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Brothers-in-law ? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any children ? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand you are declining to answer w! 
you have any children on the ground that that might tend 
criminate you, sir? 

Mr. Prisco. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. In that event, I have been incriminated in two deg 
so far. I have two children. 


a 
a am 


Mr. Forp. That was one of the questions ruled upon by Judge Tu 


in the Fischetti case. 
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(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. BauMaAN. Have you ever heard of someone called Mary Dietz 


Ri iberts 2 


Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. BauMAN. Have you ever heard of Frances Dietz? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. BauMAN. Do you have any brothers or sisters? 

Mr. Piisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Are your parents alive ! 

Mr. Puusco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live at the present time ? 

Mr. Putsco. 2500 Q Street. 

Mr. Bauman. 2500 Q Street NW. ? 

Mr. Puisco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Putsco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your business or occupation / 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in the Hotel Washington in 
Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you live before you lived at 2500 Q 
Street NW. ?¢ 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you first come to Washington, Mr. Plisco? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been on premises 3615 Ordway 


Street NW. ? 


Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Or 1732 Hobart Street NW.? 

Mr. Puisco, I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. 2503 Fourteenth Street NE. ? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. You understand, sir, all of those addresses about 
which I have asked you are in Washington, D. C.; is that correct? 

Mr. Puisco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever work for the Ambassador Cleaners & 
Dyers, at 214 Sixth Street NW., Washington, D. C. ? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. That would have been before 1930, would it not, 
Mr. Pliseo? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you work for an institution called The Shop of 
Quality, located at 421 Ninth Street NW., as a salesman ? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever live at 1845 New Hampshire Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give that as your address during 1931? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been to 601 North Fourth Street, 
Wilmington, N. C.? 

Mr. Pisco. I decline to answer that question. 
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Mr. Bauman. Is that area known as Nags Head, Mr. Plisco? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bau og Have you ever been to East Henderson, N. C.? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you there in 1951? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Or in any year from 1947 through 1950? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever gone fishing, Mr. Plisco? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Ever gone fishing at East Henderson ? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you like baseball ? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any interest in the District Wholesale 
Florist, Inc. ¢ 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Inspector Covell, of the Metropolitan 
Police force of Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given Inspector Covell a gift? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. You understand that Inspector Covell has testitied 
before this committee that you have on two occasions given him gifts 
of whisky and flowers? Have you heard that? 

Mr. Prisco. No,sir. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact Inspector Covell testified 
before this committee in January, in public session ¢ 

Mr. Puisco. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given Inspector Covell a gift of more 
than $500 in value? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given him a gift of more than $1,000 
in value ¢ 

Mr. Prisco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you arrested in Washington in 1932, and con- 
victed of assault, as James Dean? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you charged with manslaughter in Upper Mar'- 
boro, Md., in 1930¢ 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee what the disposition was 
of that case, please ¢ 

Mr. Puisco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. In July of 1937 were you engaged in the busines 
known as the Plisco National Telecast, Inc. ? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You were arrested in connection with your activities 
in that connection, were you not, and the indictment was quashe 
because the evidence was obtained by wire tapping; is that right! 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in or around 3108 Arundel Road 
Mount Rainier, Md. / 
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Mr. Puisco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of the place? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of a town called Mount Rainer, 
Md. ¢ 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you heard of the State of Maryland? 

Mr. Pursco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in 4232 Main Avenue, Suitland, 


Md. ¢ 


Mr. Putsco. I decline that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, you pleaded guilty to charges 


arising out of your presence at that loc ation on or about December 31, 
of other people, and you were 


fined $1,000 and given a 2-year 8S. S. 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. For the record, 2 years’ suspended sentence. 

Mr. Plisco, do you know a police officer i in Washington, D. C., 
Detective Sgt. William V. Christian ? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to call your attention specifically to that ar- 
rest of December 31, 1947, and ask you whether you ever discussed 
that case with Maj. Robert J. Barrett; then Major and Superintendent 


named 


of the Metropolitan Police Department of Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Puisco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know former Major Barrett, Robert J. Bar- 
rett ¢ 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of the former Major and Super- 
intendent Robert J. Barrett? 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Major Barrett ? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given Major Barrett a gift worth in 
excess of $500? 

Mr. Prisco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given Major Barrett a gift of any 
kind @ 

Mr. Prisco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given him a gift of more than $1,000 
in value? 

Mr. Puisco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever discuss that arrest in Suitland, Md.. 
with any member of the Police Department 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to Emmit Warring about that? 

Mr. Prisco. I will decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Lieutenant 
Georges County Police Department? 

Mr. Prisco. I will decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Sam Melnick? 

Mr. Puisco, I will decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Si Berman? 


Turner, of 


the Prince 
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vou ever heard of Emmit Warring? 


Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Emmit Warring? 
Puisco. I decline that question, sir. 
1948, 


in the vicinity of Wisconsi 


and was charged with disorderly conduct ? 
Mr. Prisco. I decline that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you threaten a police officer in connection wit] 


that arrest ? 
Mr. PLISCo. 
Mr. 

time at Fiftee 


Blackman upo 
Mr. Pisco. 
Mr. 

to the 

that arrest? 


BauMAN. 


I decline that question. 


nth and F Streets NW.., 


n your arrest; 
I decline that question, 
Did you as sk (¢ 


Bauman. You were arrested on January 9, 1940, 


Mr. Putsco. I will decline that question, 


Mr. 


Mr. Putsco. 
Mr. 


BauMAN. 


You were turned 


ect ¢ 


I decline that question. 


did you observe Emmit Warring in a 
altercation at that location and did you hear that he was to be charge 


Captain Blackman if you could tall 
then chief of detectives Robert J. Barrett in connection wi ith 


over to Detective Sgt. Paul H. 
Clark, of the vice squad, and you put up $100 collateral and forfeited 
it: is that corr 


Bauman. How many times have you been in the home of In- 


spector Covell, of the Metropolitan Police Department ? 


Mr. Puisco. 


Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given a gift of any value to Inspector 


I decline that question, 


sir. 


Pearce when he was commanding officer of No. 1 precinct ? 
Mr. Prisco. I decline that question, sir. 


Mr. 


Bacman. Have you ever 


oiven 


a gift of $1,000 in value to 
Inspector Pearce when he was commanding officer of No. 1 precinct! 


Mr. Putsco. I decline that question, sir. 
Do vou know Ins spector George Wallrodt? 


Mr. 
Mr. Putsco. 
Mr. 


BAUMAN. 


BAauMAN. 


I decline that question. 


Mr. Prisco. I decline that question. 


Mr. BacuMaAN. 
Mr. Prisco 
Mr. Bauman. 


Mr. 


I decline that question. 


nspector Beverly C. Beach ? 
I tor B lv C. Beach ? 


Do vou know Captain Anthony Richett ? 


Have you ever spoken to these officers ? 
Mr. Puisco. I decline that question, sir. 


Mr. Prisco. I decline that question. 


Mr. 
corsy a gift of « 


ver $1,000 in value? 


Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 


Mr. Bauman. Do you know Detective S 
Prisco. I decline that question, sir. 
Have you ever given Detective Sgt. James 


Mr. 
Mr. Bacman. 
gift of over S1. 


000 in value? 


Mr. Putsco. I decline that question, sir. 


Bacman. Do vou know Detective Set. 


Bauman. Have you ever given Detective Sgt 


Sot. 


Nunzio Bonnacorsy? 


. Nunzio Bonna- 


James Roche? 


Roche a 


4 about noon- 
by Detective Sgt. Clark and 
J.G. Williams, and you were brought to the office of Captain Harry (, 
is that correct ? 
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Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had any conversation with anybody 
in the police department about promotions to be made within the 
police department or the assignment of police oflicers ? 

Mr. Prisco. I will decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been to Maj. Robert J. Barrett’s home / 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Major Barrett 

Mr. Putsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Have vou ever heard of Major Barrett ? 

Mr. Puusco. I decline that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of the existence of this com- 
} ttee ¢ 

Mr. Przsco. I decline that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be fruitless to pur- 
sue this examination at this time and I suggest the witness be excused 
unless he wishes to testify more fully to the questions which have been 
asked of him. 

Phe Cuarrman. The witness will stand aside. 
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TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM V. CHRISTIAN 


Heard in executive session. ) 


Paul H. 


forfeited * * oH * 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. MAGHAN 


* 


> . ic : ‘ , 
e of In in executive session. ) 


* * * * * 


DEPOCUE TESTIMONY OF JOHN LOUIS BOCCINA 


Heard in executive session. ) 
value to 


recinct! % ok * * * * * 


TESTIMONY OF MILLER ADRIAN DIXON, DETECTIVE SERGEANT, 
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


The Caiman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
ve about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
he truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Dixon. I do. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your name, sir? 

ait Mr. Dixon. My name is Miller Adrian Dixon, detective sergeant. 
Mr. Bauman. Where do you live? 
 nnea- Mr. Dixon, 553 Randolph Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Dixon. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been a member of the Metropoli 

Police Department ¢ 
Roche a > Mr. Dixon. Just a little over 10 vears, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. And how long have you been a detective sergeant. 


Mr. Dixon, About 2 years. 
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Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Orion Whiting! 
Mr. Drxon. Yes; I do. 


Mr. Bauman. What is his business or occupation 


Mr. Drxon. That I do not know. 


business. 


Mr. Bauman. Is it your best police information that he is in the 


numbers business ? 
Mr. Drxon. It is. 


It is rumored he is in the number 


Mr. Bauman. Would you say he is a big numbers man or was u 


recently ¢ 


Mr. Dixon. I couldn’t say that too well because I didn’t hear of | 


as in the numbers until, oh, about a year ago. 
Mr. Bauman. That would be April of 1951? 
Mr. Drxon. I couldn't say. 
Mr. Bauman. What is your best recollection ? 
Mr. Dixon. My best recollection would be about 2 years because 


It was about a year ago. 


that time I was working with Sergeant Nichols, I believe. 
Mr. Bauman. Are you a personal friend of Orion Whiting’s’ 


Mr. Dixon. Not a personal friend. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him socially ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. I have. 

Mr. Bauman. On how many occasions 

Mr. Dixon. Well, just what do you mean by 
could draw that down. 

Mr. Bauman. I mean as opposed to being in the line of your dut 


or business. 


Mr. Dixon. No; I haven’t. 
Mr. Bauman. Every time you have seen him has been on business 
Mr. Dixon. No; I have seen him playing golf. 


him. 


Mr. Bauman. About how many times have you played golf wit 


him ¢ 


Mr. Dixon. About two or three times. 


I do know him. 


‘socially’? If you 


I played golf with 


Mr. Bauman. Could it have been four times, Sergeant? 
Mr. Dixon. It could have been, but not more than four. 


Mr. Bauman. Would it refresh your recollection that you have 


indicated on a previous occasion to me that it was four times? 


Mr. Drxon. I said it would be four, but not more. 
Mr. Bauman. Where do you play golf? 


Mr. Dixon. Langston Golf Course, out on Benning Road. 


Mr. Bauman. At the time you played golf with him were you awa 
of the fact that he was a numbers man ¢ 
Mr. Dixon. I had heard that, but so far as actually knowing tt. 


did not know. 


Mr. Bauman. Had you heard that he was working for Rog 
Simkins at that time? 
Mr. Dixon. No. 


I heard he had taken over Simkins’ business 


Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to him about that ‘ 


Mr. Dixon. No, sir. . 
Mr. Bauman. And it was after you heard that that you played go" 
with him on four occasions ? 


Mr. Dixon. I believe about two times after that. 


Mr. Bauman. You played with him it seems to me in the summer 
1951; 1s that correct ? 
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Mr. Dixon. I don’t remember the date, but 
long ig ago. 

Mr. Bauman. It was all within the past year ; 

Mr. Drxon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And actually when did he take over Roger Simkins’ 
business, according to your information, according to what you have 
heard, Mr. Dixon? Iam not trying to trap you. 

Mr. Dixon. I cannot remember. It was after the Christmas I 
heard it. It may have been one Christmas or two Christmases ago. 
It was during that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man named James Dupree? 

Mr. Drxon. I do. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his business or occupation ? 

\lr. Drxon. He is a diamond cutter and watchmaker, to the best 
of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard that he is a well-known gambler ? 

Mr. Dixon. No; I haven't. 

Mr. Bauman. Does he maintain a place of business as a watchmaker 
and diamond cutter ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. In his apartment he has a table and he has certain 
tools that he uses for making watches that I have seen. 


it hasn’t been too 


is that correct ? 


Mr. Bauman. He owns a Cadillac, doesn’t he / 
Mr. Dixon. He does. 
Mr. Bauman. Is it your feeling that he does enough business in 


this little table in the apartment to Tive in the w ay that Dupree does? 

Mr. Dixon. I talked to him somewhat about his business and he 
jold me he made quite a bit of money on diamonds. He gets them on 
consignment and sellsthem. There is a very good profit in it. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard anything in vour line of police 
duties or otherwise that would indicate that Mr. Dupree is a 
known gambler / 

Mr. Dixon. No, I haven't. 

Mr. Bauman. Not until the time I mentioned that to you that day 

my office ¢ . 

Mr. Dixon. I was surprised to hear that. I didn’t want to believe it. 

Mr. Bauman. Since that time have you been able to verify whether 
hat is the , 

Mr. Dixon. I did ask one member of the vice squad if they knew him 
obea gambler or numbers. 

Mr. Bauman. What did they tell you? 

Mr. Dixon. They told me no. This person told me that evide ntly 
had gotten mixed up with some other man bs the name of Dupree 
Who lived over in Georgetown, over that way, but they didn’t know 


Y 


well- 


ee 


case ¢ 


Mr. Bauman. You borrowed Mr. Dupree’s Cadillac on one occasion ? 

Mr. Dixon. One time. 

Mr. Bauman. Just one time? 

Mr. Dixon. Just once. 

Mr. Bauman. Just that one day that my investigator 

there when you called up ? 

Mr. Dixon, T guess so. I didn’t ask for him. 

Mr. Bauman. You had the ear at that time and Dupree 
« telephone where his car was. Do you 

lay vou had his Cadillac ¢ ; 


h ippened to 


asked you 


remember that incident 
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Mr. Drxon. He may have. If your investigator got the informa. 


tion, I think I told him it was in front of my house. I was not 
home. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember calling Dupree on the day you | 
the car? 

Mr. Dixon. I may have. I don’t recall the conversation. 

Mr. Bauman. And you say you have only borrowed it o: 
eceasion ¢ 

Mr. Dixon. On one occasion. 

Mr. Bauman. Ihave no further questions of this witness. 

The CHammMan,. That is all. 

( Diseussion off the record.) 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF MURRAY OLF; ACCOMPANIED BY 
WILLIAM H. COLLINS, COUNSEL 


(Heard in executive session.) 
* * * ’ * 


(Whereupon, at 4+ p. m. the subcommittee recessed. ) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 16, 1952 


UNirep Sratres SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Disrricr or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRime AND Law ENrorceMEN?’., 
Washington. D. C. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


The subcommittee reconvened at 2 p. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
greed to Se ptember 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to Janu: ry ou), 
52, 82d Cong.), in room P-—38, United States Capitol Building, Sen 

or Matthew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

"fea : Senator Neely. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee. 

The CuarrmMan. The subcommittee will be in order. 

(There was a 15-minute interval.) 

Mr. Bauman. I would like the record to show ths at this duly called 
meeting of the subcommittee opened promptly at 2 p.m. on this, the 
164 h day of April 1952, in room P-38 of the Capitol, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. Thomas F. Ke sly, a witness for whom this committee and } 
staff have long sought, was served with a subpena by an assistant 
United States marshal in Miami, Fla., together with a member of the 

beommittee staff last week. I believe it was on Friday. 

The subpena served on Mr. Kelly required him to be present on this 
day at this place at 2 p.m. The time is now 2:15 p. m., Mr. Kelly has 
it no time during this meeting been present. His name has been 

led in the halls in and around this room in which the meeting is 
being held, both by Mr. Charles Barry of the subcommittee staff and 
myself, and there has been no response to the name. Accordingly, the 
witness is not present and I am unable to proceed. 

The original of the subpena which was served on the witness on 
Friday, April 11, 1952, at Miami Beach, Fla., requiring him to appear 
here today, together with the return thereon, will be found in the files 
of the committee. 

(At this point Mr. Kelly and his attorney, Mr. Collins, entered the 
room, ) 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about. to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help» vou God? 

Mr. Ketxy. I do. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 
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Mr. Bauman. I would like the record to indicate the appearayy 
of counsel with Mr. Kelly. Please give your name and address to t\ 
reporter. 

Mr. Cotiins. William H. Collins. 844 Shoreham Building, Wag). 
ington, D. C. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you want to make a statement ? 

Mr. Coxurns. Yes; with your indulgence, Mr. Chairman, I wou 
like to make a statement by preference to the interrogation of th» 
witness. 

I would like to say this particular witness back in 1940 was indicte) 
in Federal court in Chicago along with others for conspiracy to violat, 
the lottery section, it being the contention of the prosecution at ty 
time that there was a facilitating lottery violation through the medi 
of wire services. He had also been previously indicted, along wit} 
others, in which Judge Wilkerson was the judge, and Judge Wilkerso, 
overruled the indictment, and demurrers to the indictment were s); 
tained. For reasons which do not appear the prosecution elected not 
to go forward with any appeal of that decision. So as far as that 
particular case, of course, it stood. 

I merely lay that as a background. 

I would like to say further, the witness has already been advised of 
the fact that people are being interviewed with reference to suggested 
aspects of the Federal income tax. As a matter of fact, presently he 
has an appointment within the next 2 or 3 days in Chicago with a 
representative of the Internal Revenue Bureau. 

I would like also, of course, to again call the committee’s attentio 
to the fact that here in the District of Columbia, as I indicated on ; 
previous appearance before you, that there was an indictment returned 
in which the theory was aiding and abetting violation of the gaming 
laws of the District of Columbia and conspiracy to violate the same, 
the theory being that by an aspect of wire service that was supplying 
information in the District of Columbia from outside the District of 
Columbia there was a suggested violation of the Federal laws from th: 
District of Columbia viewpoint. 

As indicated to you, at that time a preliminary motion was made, 
that being a search that was made incident to the arrest. That mo 
tion to suppress was sustained, with the result that it was not poss 
for the prosecution to go forward in the case, and the case, therefore, 
was as a result dismissed. 

T merely lay that groundwork for the testimony. 

Mr. Bauman. So that the record is perfectly clear on this point. Mr 
Collins, I want to understand the full story about this particular y 
ness, Mr. Thomas F. Kelly. 

No. 1. As I understand your statement, he was involved in tw 
cases in Chicago, in both of which cases he was indicted as a resi 
of his operations in the wire service field. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Cotz1ns. That is not entirely correct, but it is merely a questior 
of wordage, Mr. Bauman. It was alleged that he through so-called 
wire service had facilitated a violation of the lottery Jaws of the 
United States. 

Mr. Bauman. Right. 

Mr. Conus. And conspiracy to violate the law. 

Mr. Bauman. And was twice indicted; is that correct ? 
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Pearanes Mr. Cottins. Was twice indicted; yes. 
SS to the Mr. BauMAN. When was the first indictment, sir? 

Mr. Cottins. My best recollection is it was about a year and a half 
before the second one, which was in 1940. May I get the exact date 
‘conferring with Mr. Kelly] ? 

I want to correct the record. In the first instance he was not one 
of the defendants but the theory was the same. 

Mr. Bauman. In that event he was not a defendant in that first case ; 
is that correct ¢ 

indicted Mr. Couurs. That is correct. 

0 Violat Mr. Bauman. Was he a defendant in the second case? 

mat th M Mr. Coturns. He was a defendant in the second case. 

mediun Mr. Bauman. What was the date of the second case ? 

mg with Mr. Cotuins. In the spring of 1940. I can give you the decision, if 

“ilkersoy you want. 

vere sus > Mr. Bauman. I do not think the decision will be necessary. Can 

ected not IE you tell me in what court he was indicted, sir? 

. " Mr. Coutitins. Yes, in the District Court, Northern District of Tli- 
nois, Eastern Division. 

Mr. Bauman. He demurred to that indictment; is that correct ? 

lvised of Mr. Coturns. That is correct. 

uggested Mr. Bauman. And his demurrer was sustained / 

ently he Mr. Cotuins. His, and others. 

> with a Mr. Bauman. Yes. By “he” and “him” and “his” you know I am 
referring to Mr. Kelly; is that correct ¢ 

ittentio Mr. Coturns. That is correct, sir. 

ted ona Mr. Bauman. That was the end of that case against him, was it not? 

returned Mr. Coutuins. That is right. 

gaming Mr. Bauman. The district attorney never appealed the decision 

he same, §% sustaining the demurrer of Mr. Kelly; is that correct ? 

Ip plying Mr. Cotiins. That is right. 

strict 0 Mr. BauMAN. Since that time, as I understand it, Mr. Kelly has not 

from the ME been indicated for his participation in wire service activities; is that 
correct ¢ 

is made, Mr. Coturs. As far as I know. 

hat mo Mr. Bauman. Now, with reference to the statement you made at the 

possible # January hearings, Mr. Collins, at which time you first represented Mr. 

1erefore, Murray Olf, as I remember, Mr. Olf was eng raged i in a similar activity, 
or was alleged to have been so engaged, and as a result of a raid was 
charged with violation of the gambling laws; is that correct ? 

Mr. Cottins. And conspiracy to violate them. 

Mr. Bauman. And conspiracy to violate them ? 

Mr. Cotiins. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. That indictment never came to trial; is that right? 

Mr. Coturns. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. A motion was made to suppress evidence / 

Mr. Cotzis. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And the motion was granted ? 

Mr. Cotuins. That motion was granted. 

Mr. Bauman. The case was thereafter dismissed ? 

Mr. Cotirns. As far as he was concerned. It was proceeded with 
as to some other defendants. 
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Mr. Bauman. Not charged upon the same facts as Mr. Murray Ojf: 
isn’t that correct ¢ 

Mr. Cotiins. Charged with the same indictment as co-defendants of 
his. 

Mr. Bauman. Not charged based upen their particpation in wire 
service / 

Mr. Couns. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Olf was the only defendant in that cas 
charged ¢ 

Mr. Cotirns. Of course, so the record will be clear on that, t]y 
indictment did not delineate as between them, it simply charged the: 
with the violation of the gaming laws of the District of Columbia ani 
conspiracy to violate. It did not make any distinction of aspect p:: 
ticipation in the indictment. The theory was he was an aider an 
abettor to the gambling violation by furnishing, of course, these wis 
services. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, the only defendant who in a 
way participated in the wire service business at that time or w 
alleged to was Mr. Olf. Is that not right / 

Mr. Cotirns. No; there were four others indicted with him und 
the same theory in the same indictment. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Olf’s case—— 

Mr. Coturns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman (continuing). Was dismissed; correct ? 

Mr. Cotuins. The indictment. So that the record will be com- 
plete, Mr. Bauman, at that time I said it was dismissed because tli 
prosecutor indicated the motion having been sustained he did not 
have the evidence to go forward to support a theory that would involy 
the situation. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS FRANCIS KELLY, CHICAGO, ILL.; ACCOM. 
PANIED BY WILLIAM H. COLLINS, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Mr. Kelly, what is your full name, please ? 

Mr. Ketity. Thomas Francis Kelly. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live, sir? 

Mr. Ketiy. 821 West Fifty-third, Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your business or occupation / 

Mr. Ketiy. Unemployed right now. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your business or occupation during thi 
first 3 months of this year? 

Mr. Keitiy. That would be January, February, and March? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiy. The first 2 months I was employed by Continental 
Press. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the full name of that organization ? 

Mr. Ketxy. I would like to make a statement at this time, and I will 
have to stand on my constitutional rights as far as the question of 
Continental Press is concerned because 

Mr. Couiins. You do not need to state any reason. 

Mr. Bauman. I think the record should be clear as to what rights 
he is standing on. 
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May we have it understood among the committee, Mr. Kelly, Mr. 
Collins, that in each case where the witness refuses to answer he does 
so upon the ground that his answers might tend to incriminate him? 

Mr. Cotuins. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. That in each such case the chairman has directed him 
after his refusal, to answer the question, and that the witness after the 
direction of the Chair persists in his refusal to answer upon the ground 
that such answer may tend to incriminate him. 

Is that agreed, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Couurns. That is agreed. 

Mr. Bauman. And Mr. Kelly? 

Mr. Ketriy. It is; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. That is your understanding, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Cotuins. And further understood, not to congest the record, he 
merely needs to say he declines, without reading the constitutional 
provision. 

The CuarrMan. Also, without repeating the Chair’s order to answer 
and the witness’ further refusal. 

Mr. Coniins. That is right. 

The CuairmMan. That agreement is understood and will be adhered 
to by all parties concerned. 

Mr. Keniry. Thank you. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the full name of the organization known as 
Continental Press? 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record, during which the witness con- 


‘ferred with his attorney.) 


Mr. Bauman. May the record indicate the witness consulted with 
his attorney. 

Mr. Kewiy. I decline to answer. Is that the way it should be said? 

Mr. Bauman. I think that is the agreement. 

Mr. Kerry. Then we all understand one another. 

Mr. Bauman. I think your constitutional rights are protected when 
you state that under the agreement that has been made. 

Mr. Ketiy. Thank you. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been the general manager of Con- 
tinental Press ¢ 

Mr. Keiry. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. What is a wire service? 

Mr. Keiiy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of the existence of a wire 
service ? 

Mr. Kextriy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been to a race track? 

Mr. Ketny. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Until Continental went out of business—and by Con- 
tinental T mean Continental Press—did it have a near monopoly in the 
transmission of racing news? 

Mr. Ketuy. That I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it transmit racing news? 

Mr. Kery. TI decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it transmit dance music? 
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Mr. Ketxy. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee briefly the organization and func. 
tion of Continental] Press. 

Mr. Ketry. I decline to answer that, sir. 

The Cuarman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. To your knowledge, Mr. Kelly, have there been wir 
service facilities located in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Kettry. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether there have been any here iy 
the last 2 or 3 years? 

Mr. Ketry. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. How does racing information come into the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. Ketxy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you tell us whether any agreement was made 
with regard to wire service in the District of Columbia since 1936 / 

Mr. Ketry. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. How do you explain the absence of racing wire facili. 
ties within the District of Columbia since that time ? 

Mr. Ketty. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Was there ever any understanding made among dis 
tributors of racing information that there would be no tickers in the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. Ketiy. May I [conferring with attorney]? I decline to answer 
that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All the witness needs to say 

Mr. Coxurns. I think it is sufficient if he says “I decline.” 

The CHarrMan. “I decline to answer,” is all that is necessary. 

Mr. Bauman. It is a fact, is it not, there haven’t been any tickers 
located within the District of Columbia for the past 15 years; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Ketty. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether District Attorney George M. 
Fay and the Kefauver committee found that tickers were located on 
the Maryland side of the District line? 

Mr. Ke ty. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you in December 1949 or January 1950, attempt 
to set up a wire service within the District of Columbia ¢ 

Mr. Ketry. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of William 
Stempil—S-t-e-m-p-i-1? 

Mr. Ketty. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Stempil is an attorney, is he not? 

Mr. Kertxy. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Is he an accountant ? 

Mr. Ketuy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know such a man ? 

Mr. Ketry. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known Mr. Stempil? 

Mr. Ke tty. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what his business or occupation is! 

Mr. Ketry. I decline. 
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Mr. BAuMAN. How did you happen to meet Mr. Stempil ? 

Mr. Kexuy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of M« ‘Ine ‘rney who 
was formerly assoc iated with World-Wide News Service 

Mr. Keuiy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell McInerney to write a check for a 


{thousand dollars to be paid to Ste smpil by W orld-Wide News Service 


aud to be marked “For legal fees,” whic h check was to appear on the 
a of World-Wide as a loan to McInerney ¢ 

Mr. Keuuiy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Murray Olf? 

Mr. Keiiy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known Mr. Olf? 

Mr. Ketxiy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Under what circumstances did you meet him? 

Mr. Ketiy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to Olf about the thousand dollars 
that was to be paid to Stempil ¢ 

Mr. Keuiy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Sam Beard ¢ 

Mr. Ketxy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any conversation with Sam Beard 
about the thousand dollars that was to be paid to Stempil ¢ 

Mr. Ketuy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. What was this thousand dollars to be paid for ? 

Mr. Ketxiy. I decline. 

Mr. BauMmAN. What was the relationship, to the best of your knowl- 
edge, between Sam Beard and William I. Stempil 

Mr. Ketxy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether the thousand dollars was actu- 
ally paid ¢ 

Mr. Keviy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether any part of it was given back? 

Mr. Ken, ty. I decline. 

3AUMAN. Do you know how much was given back / 
 Ketiy. I decline. 
. Bauman. How often have you spoken to Stempil directly 4 
 Keiiy. I decline. 
. Bauman. Have you ever met him personally ¢ 
. Kexiy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Robert J. Bar- 
rett, formerly Major and Superintendent of the Metropolitan Police 
Department of W ashington, D. C.? 

Mr. ee iF May I consult 4 [Conferring with attorney. 

No, sir; I do not. 

Mr, Bauatan. Have you ever met him ?/ 

Mr. Kertxy. No, sir. 

Mr. BaumaN, Have you ever given him a gift ? 

Mr. Kenny. I don’t know the man: never met him in my life. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever authorized anybody else to give him 
agifton your behalf? — 

Mr. Ketty. No: I have not. 

Mr. Bauatan. On behalf of Continental Press ? 

Mr. Ketiy. No, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Do you know any other District official of the Dist, 
of Columbia, such as Commissioner Young / 

Mr. Ketry. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know of any officer of Continental Press whi 
has given a gift of $100 to any District of Columbia official ? 

Mr. Ketiy. Not that I know of; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. $100 in value; you understand I mean not a hundred 
dollars in cash ? 

Mr. Ketxiy. Will you ask that question again / 

Mr. Bauman. I will be happy to rephrase it. It is my fault. 
did not phrase it properly. 

Mr. Kerry. That is all right. 

Mr. Bauman. Has any officer of Continental Press authorized , 
gift of $100 or more in value to any official of the District of Columbia: 

Mr. Kerry. Not that I could say “Yes” to, sir. I don’t know, an 
I don’t believe there has been. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard that an officer of Continental 
Press has authorized the giving of any gift to any policeman or publ 
official within the District of Columbia, regardless of value? 

Mr. Ketiy. No: I do not. I do not. 1 have never heard of any- 
thing like that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you taiked to Murray Olf often ? 

Mr. Kextxiy. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How often do you talk to him? 

Mr. Ketxiy. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. When was the last time you talked to Stempil / 

Mr. Ketry. I decline to answer that. |Conferring with attorney 

Mr. Bauman. When was the last time you spoke to Murray Olf! 

Mr. Kewiy. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever act as the manager of the Severn New: 
Co. of Baltimore / 

Mr. Keury. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the business of the Severn News Co.’ 

Mr. Ketry. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of that company ? 

Mr. Ketry. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did vou ever hear of an organization known 
World-Wide News and Music Service, Ine. ’ 

Mr. Kenxy. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of a man named Sanford Nil 

Mr. Kentxiy. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of a man named John Gordo! 

Mr. Ketiy. Yes: the man is dead. 

Mr. Bauman. What was his business or occupation ? 

Mr. Ketiy. Mr. Gordon worked for the Continental Press 

Mr. Bauman. What was his position with Continental Press / 

Mr. Kenriy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. How long did he work for Continental Press / 

Mr. Keuxy. I decline to answer that, sir. I couldn't answer it, }o 
estly, anyhow. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it that you can’t answer or you decline to answer! 

Mr. Keury. I will decline to answer. I will decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the nature of your relationship with Jol 
Gordon ? 
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Mr. Keuty. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Roscoe Odle? 

Mr. Ketriy. I dec line to answer 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of such a man? 

Mr. Ketuny. I decline to answer 

Mr. BauMANn. Was he ever employed by Continental Press? 

Mr. Ketiy. I believe he was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How long was he employed ? 

Mr. Cotitins. May I confer with the witness for one moment? 

Mr. Bauman. I think the committee has previously ruled—and 
this is, of course, up to the chairman—but I think the committee 


Phas previously ruled in the January public hearings, at which I 


believe you personally appeared, Mr. Collins, that the committee, while 
it would permit consultation, would not permit consultation after 
each question so that the witness and counsel could confer on the an- 
ewer to be made. Do you remember such a ruling, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Cotuins. I was not present if it was made, Mr. Bauman. 


| | realize, however, Mr. Chairman, I am here at the indulgence of the 


committee and I have no desire to transgress your procedure here. 
It just occurred to me the witness was somewhat confused in this 
situation and I simply asked the privilege to confer with him. If 
the committee does not see fit——— 

The CnarrMan,. Off the record. 

(Diseussion off the record.) 

The CuarmmMan. Proceed, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Coutuins. I would like a minute to confer with the witness, 
because I think there is confusion in the witness’ mind with this and 
certain other questions. 

The CrarMan. Very well. 

(The witness and Mr. Collins confer.) 

Mr. Bauman. Read the question pending, please. 

(Record read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Bauman. The question is, how long was Odle employed by 
Continental. 

Mr. Ketxey. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever know a Senator Levin in Baltimore? 

Mr. Keviy. Senator who? 

Mr. BauMAN. Senator Levin—L-e-v-i-n—I believe a State Senator 
if the State of Maryland. 

Mr. Keniy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Henry Hilton? 

Mr. Keury. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Henry Hilton is your attorney, is he not, in Chicago? 

Mr. Keuiuy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known Henry Hilton / 

Mr. Ketiy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Is Mr. Hilton in Wi ashington with you? 

Mr. Ketiy. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where is Mr. Hilton at the present time ? 

Mr. Kentxiy. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you first become aware, Mr. Kelly, that 
this subcommittee was seeking to serve a subpena upon you? 

Mr. Ketriy. I decline to answer that, sil 
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Mr. Cotirws. Mr. Chairman, might I make a statement for ¢) 
record based on the present question of Mr. Bauman’s? 

The witness appears here, of course, today in face of publicity with 
the papers in which Mr. Bauman was quoted—I do not know wha; 
the fact is—but Mr. Bauman was quoted as indicating he had hee; 
thinking of asking through the committee that the Senate issue , 
warrant for the apprehension of this individual. That is prior | 


the tu 


ne that he was served the subpena in Florida. 


I would like simply to say that those words by Mr. Bauman. 


they are correct—and, of course, I do not say they are correct in thy 


quotation, but they have certain implications that might become j) 
volved in title 18, section 1605 of the code. 

Mr. Bauman. What are the provisions of that section, for my info 
mation ¢ 


Mr. 
vides 
many 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
and | 


Cotuins. That is a provision of the Criminal Code which pro 


for criminal sanctions for so-called impeding, in any one of 


forms set forth, a functioning of a congressional committee. 
Bauman. Let me make the record prefectly clear on this point 
Coturns. Sure. ? 
Bauman. I did make the statements you have attributed to me, 
have made them because Mr. Kelly’s associates whom I shall 


not here name, have indicated that Mr. Kelly was deliberately evading 


the pr 


ocess of this committee. I do not have any authority to speak 


for the committee, but Mr. Kelly is now here. I do not believe tha 
he has impeded the work of the committee by the delay in our serving 
him at all. He is presently before the committee, and I must say 

all conscience that he has not impeded the investigation by the delay 


in sery 


‘ing him. 


Accordingly, I shall repeat the question. 
When did you first understand that this committee was seeking | 
serve a subpena upon you ? 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Keiiy. I decline. 
Bauman. Were you registered at the Hotel Broadmoo: 


Miami Beach, Fla., at the time you were served by the process of this 
committee under the name of Thomas F. Keller—K-e-]-]-e-r? 


Mr. 
Mr. 
hame ? 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
lamn 
Tamt 


Kexry. I decline. 
Bauman. What was the reason you were registered under that 


Keury. I decline. 

Bauman. Have you ever used any other name / 

Keutry. I decline. 

Bauman. You understand in asking you a question, Mr. Kelly, 
ot merely referring to the time of your departure from Chicago, 
alking of any time during vour life. Have you used any nan 


other than that of Thomas F. Kelly ? 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
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Ketry. I decline to answer. 

BauMAn. Have you ever been to Atlantic City ? 
Ketry. I decline. 

Bauman. Have you ever heard of Atlantic City? 
Ketxiy. I decline. 

Bauman. Have you ever heard of New Jersey ? 
Keruiy. I decline, sir. 

Bauman. Have you ever heard of Baltimore, Md. ? 
Ketry. I decline. 
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Mr. Bauman. Now, early in the year 1950 did you receive a call 
from a man named Leonard J. Matusky while you were in Chicago to 
the effect that he had received a wire from the Senate committee 
headed by Senator McFarland asking him to submit a list of all his 
accounts and customers ? 

Mr. Keuty. I decline, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear of the McFarland committee? 

Mr. Keuuy. I decline, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever appear before the McFarland com- 
mittee ¢ 

Mr. Keury. I decline, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Walter Gallag- 
her—G-a-]-l-a-g-h-e-r ? 

Mr. Ketry. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell Matusky to give the McFarland com- 
mittee anything it wanted? 

Mr. Ketxy. I decline, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You never resisted the process of the McFarland 
committee, did you, sir? 

Mr. Kenny. I decline to answer 

Mr. BaumaAN. Do you know Leonard J. Matus sky? 

Mr. Keuxy. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you last see him ? 

Mr. Ketiy. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell me something. What was the greatest amount 
of money, or what is the greatest amount of money you have ever car 
ried upon your person at any one time ? 

Mr. Ketxiy. I decline, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In cash? 

Mr. Keniry. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man named John Leo Stack of Cali- 
fornia ¢ 

Mr. Ketry. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell Matusky to give Stack $2,500? 

Mr. Kenny. I decline. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, Stack is a publicity man; is he not? 

Mr. Kertiy. I decline, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. One or two last questions. Mr. Chairman, and then 

will be through. 

The CHamMan. We are making no progress. 

Mr. Bauman. I agree with you. 

Have you ever at any time undertaken to obtain sympathetic reac- 
tion for wire services from any legislative official or representative / 

Mr. Kenny. I do not understand the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I will rephrase it. 

You know, Mr. Kelly, do you not, that wire services have been un- 
popular lately ? 

The CHatrMan. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever attempted to obtain legislation favor- 
ible to the wire services ? 

Mr. Keniy. Never in my life, no, sir; not 5 cents. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to any Representative or Con- 
gressman or Senator—— 
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Never in my life. 


Mr. Batman (continuing). In behalf of obtaining favorable ley 


lation for wir 


Mr. Ketty. 


Mr. Bauman. Have you heard there are bills pending before the 
Congress of the United States which would outlaw such wire services’ 


Mr. KELLY. 


e services ? 
Never in my life. 


Have I ever heard? 


Mr. Bauman. Yes. 


Mr. Ketuy. 

Mr. 
those bills? 

Mr. Ketty. 


Yes; I read it in the paper. 


BauMAN. Have you ever attempted to influence any ac tio) 


In what way, sir? 


Mr. Bauman. By seeing that such bills are defeated / 


Mr. KELLY. 


In what way? 


Mr. Bauman. By seeking to point out the unfairness of such } 


to the wire se 


Mr. Ketry. 


rvices. 


Well, that is kind of a tricky question. Someone may 


have asked me how I felt about it, and I natur: ally feel that the 
should not be any bills passed against wire services. 


Mr. Bauman. Do you know of any legislative official or represent: 


tive or employee of any such committee who might have asked your 


opinion about 
Mr. Key. 


Mr. Bauman. Has any Senator « 


opinion about 


Mr. Ketry. 


Mr. Bauman. Have you ever suggested or submitted your opinion 


on that subject 
Mr. Kewry. 


Mr. Bauman. Have you ever authorized the payment of any sum 


money to any 1 
Mr. Ketty. 


Mr. Bauman. I am asking too many questions in one, and you are 


quite right for 
Mr. Kery. 


that ? 
None whatsoever, sir. 


that ? 
None whatsoever. 


to any Senator or Congressman ¢ 
Never talked to them about it. 


nember of or employee of a senatorial committee / 
Have I ever authorized a payment to any employee ¢ 


stopping me. 
I do not understand. 


Mr. Bauman. You are entirely correct. 


Have you ev 


senatorial committee ? 


Mr. Key. 


Mr. Bauman. 


Not 5 cents, sir. 


senatorial committee ? 


Mr. Ketry. 


Mr. Bauman. Now, in 1950, late in 1950, did you have $30,000 in 


Not 5 cents. 


cash on your person ? 
Mr. Ketiy. What was that? 
Mr. Bauman. Late in 1950. 


Mr. Kenry. 


Mr. Bauman. While you were over in Baltimore with Mr. Matusky, 
and you asked Mr. M: itusky to drive you to the Statler in W ashington, 


did you ever ha 
Mr. Keuty. 


Mr. BauMAN. 


at any time? 


Late in 1950? 


ve $30,000 on your person ? 
Never in my life, sir. 





wv Congressman ever asked your 
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er paid any sum of money at all to any member of : 


Have you ever paid any money to an employee of a 


Did you ever have that amount of cash on your person 
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Mr. Keitiy. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever told anybody that you were going 
to make a payment to some employee of a congressional committee 
and that it was a shame that you couldn’t give those fellows checks 
co that you could deduct it from your income-tax return / 

Mr. Keuuy. I will answer that in this w: av: I never gave nobody 
scents of my money or anybody else’s money to any Congressman, any 
Senator, any employee of the Government, or anybody else in Wash- 
ington. D. C. I never have given 5 cents to anybody in Washington, 
)). C., for any bribery or anything to happen around Washington, for 
hills or against bills. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given any money to any Government 
enployee outside of W ashington. > <. 

Mr. Keury. No, sir: 1 have not: not > cents. There has been a 
lot of stories around about a lot of money being passed, but I never 
passed 5 cents to anybody. 

Mr. Bat MAN. Do you know of anybody who did 7 ( 
Mr. KELLY. Nobody in Continental Press organization did. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had as much as $30,000 on your per- 
' son at one time? 

Mr. Ketiy. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. That question was asked. The Chair will 
permit repetitious questions. 

Mr. Ketiy. There has been stories that I have carried a lot of 
money like that, but I never have carried that amount of money 
never: No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The CuarrmMan. The witness is excused. 

Have you another witness 4 

sum of J Mr. Bauman. No. 
as (Whereupon, at 2:55 p. m. the subcommittee adjourned, subject 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 21, 1952 


Unirep Srares Senate, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
on THE District or CoLUMBIA 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFroRCEMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee convened at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.) in room P-38, Capitol Building, Senator Matthew 
Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely and Pastore. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee, 
and Harold Solomon, associate counsel. 

The CHarrMANn. The subcommittee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman. This is an executive session, and I should like to ad- 
dress the committee briefly before the first witness is called. May the 
witnesses and their attorney be excused during that preliminary 
executive session ¢ 

The CHarrman. It is so ordered. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. The first witness is Mrs. Bullock. 

The CHatrMAN. Please raise your right hand. Do you solemnly 
swear that the evidence that you are about to give shall be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Butwock. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. HELEN H. BULLOCK, WASHINGTON, D. C.; 
ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES E. FORD, COUNSEL 


Mr. BauMAN. May the record indicate that Mrs. Bullock is repre- 
sented by Mr. Charles E. Ford? 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your name? 

Mrs. Buttock. My name is Helen H. Bullock. 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, I wonder if you would be kind enough 
to speak up as loudly as you can? 

Mrs. Butxock. All right. 

Mr. Bauman. So that I can hear you over on this side of the table. 
Where do you live? 

Mrs. Butxock. 2480 Sixteenth Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. C.? 

Mrs. Butiock. Yes; that is right. 
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Mr. Bauman. When were you married to Inspector Bullock? 

Mrs. Butiock. In August of 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that August 6, 1949, at Elizabeth City, N. C.? 

Mrs. Buttock. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you at present a statistical clerk in the Depart. 
ment of Agriculture? 

Mrs. Butiock. I am. 

Mr. Bauman. From 1943 until October of 1951, you were an officer 
in the Women’s Air Force and its predecessor, the Women’s Army 
Corps, Air Force; is that correct? 

Mrs. Buttock. I went in as an auxiliary and came out as an officer, 

Mr. Bauman. When did you first meet Inspector Bullock ¢ 

Mrs. Butiock. I can’t recall exactly when; some years ago. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you give me an idea about how many years 
ago? 

Mrs. Butiock. I met Inspector Bullock through my brother, oh, I 
do not remember how many years ago. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you a commissioned officer in the WAC’s at 
this time? 

Mrs. Buttock. No; I was not. 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, have you ever had a safety deposit box 
anywhere ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I have not. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you remember how much cash, actual cash, 
you might have had on hand in January of 1946 as opposed to money 
in the bank ¢ 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. On what ground? 

Mrs. Buttock. On the ground that of my marital status with Al- 
bert 1. Bullock and because it might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bauman, are you inquiring about the amount 
of cash she had on hand before or after she became the wife of In- 
spector Bullock ? 

Mr. Bauman. This is over 3 years before she became the wife of 
Inspector Bullock. 

Mrs. Buttock. Possibly I did not understand the question. Would 
you repeat it ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Can you give us an idea of how much cash money 
you had on hand in January of 1946 / 

Mrs. Butiock. I could not possibly do so. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say it was a very large sum? 

Mrs. Buttock. No, sir; I would not. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say it would have been under $500 at the 
most ¢ 

Mrs. Buttock. At most, and I wouldn’t have any idea. 

Mr. Bauman. Allright. Other than any United States savings am d 
defense bonds, have you owned any stocks or bonds during the period 
before you married Inspector Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butxock. Not stocks and bonds: no. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you had any other securities? 

Mrs. Butiockx. I have from time to time bought United States 
bonds, savings bonds. 





Mr. 
it befe 
money 
period 


6, 1949 


Mrs 
Mr. 
vertib 
Mrs 
Mr. 
did ye 
Mrs 
Mr. 
tradec 
in 194 
Mrs 
Mr. 
& Par: 
Mrs 
Mr. 
July 1 
Mrs 
Mr. 
Mr: 
Mr. 
Mr: 
Mr. 
Mr 
remer 
Mr. 

& Pat 
Bullo 
of $1, 
whicl 
Mr: 
Mr. 
(Ce 
Mr 
then. 
Mr 
Mr 


you ¢ 


Neeh 
Th 
(C 
Mi 

Fran 

ment 


of th 


Jepart- 


1 officer 
. Army 


officer, 


y years 


r, oh, I 


sit box 


il cash, 
money 


ith Al- 


Lmount 
of In- 


vite of 
Would 


money 


at the 


gs and 
period 


States 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 6S] 


Mr. Bauman. During the past 10 years or, at least, that part of 
it before you married Inspector Bullock, has anybody repaid any 
money which they previously owed you? In other words, duri ing the 
period from 1946 until you married Inspector Bullock on August 
6, 1949, did anybody repay any substantial loans to you ? 

Mrs. Buttock. No; not that I recall; no. 

Mr. Bauman. You are at present the owner of a 1950 Dodge con- 
vertible, are you not? 

Mrs. Butiock. I am. 

Mr. Bauman. And before that you had a 1948 Dodge convertible, 
did you not? 

Mrs. Butiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. When you bought the 1948 Dodge convertible you 
traded in a 1946 Dodge club coupe, together with cash to buy that car 
in 1948; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butiock. As I recall. 

Mr. Bauman. And you bought both of those Dodges from Francis 
& Parsons in the District of Columbia; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I believe so. 

Mr. Bauman. The 1946 Dodge was purchased in mid-July 1946, 
July 16 to be exact ; was it not? 

Mrs. Burxock. I do not remember. 

Mr. BAUMAN. Well, does that sound subst antially correct to you? 

Mrs. Buttock. Possibly. 

Mr. Bauman. How much did it cost ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I do not remember offhand. 

Mr. Bauman. Would the figure of $1,525 refresh your recollection ? 

Mrs. Butxock. It wouldn’t refresh it, because I honestly do not 
remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let me show you a copy of the bill from Francis 
& Parsons, dated July 1946, calling for the sale of a car to Albert I. 
Bullock, 1020 Monroe Street NW., Washington, D. C., in the amount 
of $1,524.92 and ask you whether that was the bill for that 1946 Dodge 
which you traded on the 1948 Dodge? 

Mrs. Buttock. May I talk to my attorney, please / 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

(Conference with counsel.) 

Mr. Forp. Suppose you give him the statement you said to me just 
then. 

Mrs. Butxiock. I say I have no reason to believe that it is not. 

Mr. Bauman. All right. Do you remember who paid for that car, 
you or Inspector Bullock? 

Mrs. Buttock. I paid for it. 

Mr. Bauman. You did? 

Mrs. Butiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And you paid for it in cash, did you not! 

Mrs. Butzock. I do not recall. May I speak to my attorney, Mr. 
Neely ? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

(Conference with counsel.) 

Mr. Bauman. I show you the file copy of the delivery record from 
Francis & Parsons for that car and call to your attention in the settle- 
ment section the fact that $1,488.21 was paid in cash for the purchase 
of that car. Does that refresh your recollection, ma’am ? 
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Mrs. Butxiock. No, it does not refresh my memory. I just don't 
have the memory of the amount of it? 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay for that car with your own money’ 

Mrs. Butiocg. As I said, I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And where would you have gotten $1,400 in cash 
money at that time—do you have any idea? 

The CHamman. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. You understand what the committee has indicated 
to you? 

Mrs. Butnock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Namely, it is the feeling of the committee that you 
not be required to testify to any of the financial or other relation- 
ships between your husband and yourself during the period of your 
marriage to Inspector Bullock, from August 6, 1949, until the present. 
Am I correct, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuamman. You are. 

Senator Pastore. Yes, sir. 

Mrs. Buttock. Do I understand then that I am personally under 
investigation ¢ 

Senator Pastore. Yes, with reference to whatever contacts you had 
with Inspector Bullock before he was your husband with relation to 
the matter that we are investigating. You are called here as a 
witness, ma’am. 

Mrs. Buttock. I am not used to this. 

Senator Pastore. We are questioning with reference to certain 
incidents that transpired between you and Mr. Bullock. 

Mrs. Buttock. That is an answer to my question, thank you. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, ma’am, would you have any idea where you 
might have gotten almost $1,500 in cash money in 1946 ! 

Mrs. Buttock. I would have gotten it from my income and my 
resources. 

Mr. Bauman. On June 4, 1946, you deposited into your bank ac- 
count $1,400 in cash money. Where did you get that $1,400 in cash 
that you deposited, Mrs. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. On what ground? 

Mrs. Buttock. That it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Bauman. May I ask of what charge it may tend to incrimi- 
nate you? 

Mr. Forp. May I consult with my client ? 

(Conference. ) 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer because of privilege. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it you mean your privilege against self-incrim- 
ination ? 

Mrs. Butiock. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get the $1,400 from Albert I. Bullock? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator Pastore. Did Albert I. Bullock give you that? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, I now ask that 
the witness be directed to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 
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(There was discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. We will put on the record later a stipulation upon 
which we shall agree. 

Title to that car, ma’am, was taken in the name of Albert I. Bullock, 
is that right ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I do not remember. 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if I might have this bill of Francis & Par- 
sons Co., marked as “Bullock Exhibit No. 1,” so that I may refer to it 
by that designation ? 

“The CuairMan. It is so ordered. 

(The paper was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 1” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. I show you Bullock exhibit No. 1 and ask you 
whether that refreshes your recollection as to whether or not that car 
was titled in the name of Albert I. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. You had many financial dealings with Albert I. 
Bullock before you were married to him, did you not, Mrs. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever give him any cash at any time before 
you married him ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he ever give you any cash at any time before you 
married him ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, while you were in the Army, from Jan- 
uary 1946 until October 1951, it is a fact, is it not, that you received 
all of your Army pay in the form of United States Treasury checks, is 
that not correct ? 

Mrs. Butiock. Yes, sir; naturally. 

Mr. Bauman. And is it not the fact that from January of 1946, up 
until the time you were married, August 6, 1949, each of these Army 
pay checks, with one exception, your check for May 1948, was depos- 
ited in one of your checking accounts, is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I could not possibly remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it your general custom and practice to deposit 
your pay checks in your checking account ? 

Mrs. Buttock. Generally, only—— 

Mr. Bauman. There were several banks. I will come to that. Did 
you usually deposit these pay checks from the Army immediately? 

Mrs. Buttock. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Bauman. During 1946 and 1947 you deposited your Army pay 
checks in your checking account at the McLachlen Banking Corp. 
in Washington, D. C., is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butxocg. I have had an account at McLachlen—the dates I do 
not remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me have the transcript of the bank account. 

Mrs. Bullock, I show you a copy of your account at the McLachlen 

yanking Corp., Washington, D. C., and ask you to look at it and see 
whether that refreshes your recollection as to whether you deposited 
your Army pay checks during 1946 and 1947 in the McLachlen Bank- 
ing Corp., Washington, D. C.? 

Mrs. Buttock. AsI say, I do not remember. I have no reason what- 
soever to deny the fact that I had a banking account at McLachlen. 
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Mr. Bauman. Or that you deposited your checks at that a 

Mrs. Buttock. I deposited money. I don’t remember whether the) 
were checks and what amount. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any other bank account at this time, 
ma’am ¢ 

Mrs. Butxock. I do not remember. I do not ever remember having 
banking accounts concurrently at different banks. 

Mr. Bauman. I ask that this be marked as “Bullock Exhibit No. 2. 

The CuatrMan. It is so ordered. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 2,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, on April 1, 1946, you deposited your 
Army pay check in your checking account in the McLachlen Banking 
Corp., did you not, and in order to refresh your recollection I show 
you the original of your re a showing the deposit of a Treas. 
ury check in the amount of $287.20 which was your Army pay, was 
it not? 

Mrs. Butxock. I have had several Army pay scales. 1 do not re- 
member what it was at that time, but that is a matter of public record, 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; we have the pay record here, and if you would 
like to refresh your recollection—— 

Mrs. Butxock. I see no particular point in refreshing my own 
memory. 

Mr. Bauman. I now ask you, ma’am, showing you this original 
deposit ticket, whether on that day you deposited your pay check in 
that bank account. 

Mrs. Butiock. I have no way of knowing that that was my pay 
check. I presume it was 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive Government checks from any other 
source ? 

Mrs. Butxiock. Well, since it was a Government check, it must be 

The Cuarrman. You mean it must have been your pay check? 

Mrs. Buttock. That is what I mean, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I will ask that be marked. 

(The document was marked as “Bullock Exhibit No. 3,” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mrs. Butiock. There have been instances when I would get supple- 
mentary pay of some kind. I just don’t know. 

Senator Pastore. Would the figure indicated on this deposit slip 
be more or less consonant with what your pay scale was at this time! 

Mrs. Butiock. I imagine so. 

Mr. Bauman. It was deposited on April 1. That would be the 
March pay. Here isthe Army pay record of Mrs. Bullock’s pay. This 
is the one we are talking about right here. 

Now, 3 days before you deposited that check, on March 29, 1946, 
Mrs. Bullock, did you not deposit in that same bank account cash in 
the amount of $500? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer because I do not remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, in order to refresh your recollection I now show 
you the original of a deposit ticket in the McLachlen Banking Cor- 
poration, W ashington, D. C., dated March 29, 1946, showing a cash 
deposit in the amount of $500, and ask you whether that refreshes 
your recollection as to whether you made such a deposit. 

Mrs. Butxrock. It does not. 
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Mr. Bauman. Is that your handwriting, madam ? 

Mrs. Butxiock. It may be. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, do you not know whether or not it is? 

Mrs. Butxock. It is. possible. 

Mr. BauMAN. Do you think it is or is not ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I think it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your handwriting ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I think it is, yes. 

Mr. BauMANn. Does that now—— 

The CuairMANn. Mrs. Bullock, do you question the accuracy of this 
statement from the bank ? 

Mrs. Buttock. No, I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that refresh your recollection as to whether or 
not you deposited $500 in cash on that day, ma’am / 

Mrs. Buuiock. It is a record, but it does not refresh my memory. 

Mr. BauMAN. Did you deposit $500 on that day in cash ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I do not remember. 

Mr. BaumMaN. Is that the best answer you can give the committee / 

Mrs. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you in the habit of making cash deposits in the 
amounts of hundreds, and in some cases thousands of dollars without 
having any recollection of them ? 

Mrs. Buttock. Most certainly not. 

Mr. Bauman. But you say 

The Cuairman. Mrs. Bullock, as I understand it, you do not deny 
that you made this deposit, as indicated / 

Mrs. Buttock. I have no reason to, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive that money from Albert I. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. I ask that this deposit slip be marked “No. 4.” 

The CHatRMAN. It is so ordered. 

(The deposit slip was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 4,” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. On June 4, 1946, did you deposit $1,400 in cash in 
this account, Mrs. Bullock? 

Mrs. Buttock. I do not remember. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you the original of the deposit ticket in 
the McLachlen Banking Corp., of Washington, D. C., dated June 4, 
1946, showing the deposit of $1,400 in currency, and ask you if that 
refreshes your recollection. 

Mrs. Butiock. It does not. 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, is that your handwriting? 

Mrs. Buttock. I believe so. 

Mr. Bauman. You do not deny that you deposited $1,400 in cash 
on that day ¢ 

Mrs. Butiock. I have no recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. I say, you do not deny that you did? 

Mrs. Butxock. I think my answer is a legitimate answer, I do not 
remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the answer that you want to stand on, ma’am ? 

Mrs. Buttock. Yes. 

Senator Pastore. If you admit that this is your handwriting and 
the amount on here is $1,400, while you might not have any present 

recollection of the very incident at the time that you deposited that 
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money, as a matter of record will you say now whether or not yo, 
did deposit $1,400, as evidenced by this bank slip? ; 

Mrs. Buiiock. Sir, it appears that I did. I honestly do nor 
remember. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you deny that you deposited it at that time! 

Mrs. Butxrock. I did not deny it. I did not deny it, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. Would you say that you did, in view of tha 
record ? 

Mrs. Buiiock. In view of that record, I must have, sir. 

The Cuatrman. If a deposit slip bears your own handwriting and 
shows that you deposited a sum of money on a certain date, would you 
say that you did or did not make such deposit? 

Mrs. Butxock. I do not intend to Tele. I just simply do not 
remember the occasion. 

Mr. Bauman. May I have this marked in evidence? 

The CuatrMan. It is so ordered. 

(The deposit slip was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 5,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Pastore. Your final answer now is that you must have? 

Mrs. Butxock. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Pasrorr. You and he were acquainted before 1943? 

Mrs. Butiock. Yes; 1943. 

Mr. Bauman. I would like to put it in that specific form, if I may 
Mrs. Bullock, you have known Inspector Bullock for some time prior 
to 1943; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Buttock. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Coming back to this deposit of $1,400 in cash, did 
you receive that $1,400 on or about June 4, 1946, from Inspector Al- 
bert I. Bullock, then captain ? 

Mrs. Buxiock. I decline to answer that. 

Senator Pastore. Have you any recollection whatsoever where you 
might have gotten the $1,400 that you deposited ? 

Mrs. Butiock. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Were you engaged in any enterprise at that time 
that would give you that revenue? 

Mrs. Buttock. Only my being in the Air Force. 

Senator Pastore. Was that—— 

Mrs. Buttock. Only my Federal income. 

Senator Pastore. But that was paid to you, not in cash but in 
checks ? 

Mrs. Buxzock. That is right. 

Senator Pastore. By the Treasury Department? 

Mrs. Butxiock. That is correct. 

Senator Pastore. Did anyone leave you that money as an inher'- 
tance or anything of that kind? 

Mrs. Butiock. No, sir. 

Senator Pastore. Was not $1,400 in your life at that time a con- 
siderable amount of money? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator Pastore. The $1,400, you would have quite a recollection 
about that now, would you not, as to the source from which it came! 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer that question. 
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Mr. Bauman. I do not know whether I asked her this or not: Did 
you receive that money from Albert I. Bullock ¢ 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer that. 

The CuarrmaNn. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. 

Mr. Bauman. On July 28, 1946, Mrs. Bullock, 3 weeks after you 
deposited your June Army pay in your bank account, did you not 
also deposit $400 into your account in the McLachlen Banking Corp., 
Washington, D. C.? 

Mrs. Butxock. If you have the record of it, no doubt I did, Mr. 
Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you that deposit slip, Mrs. Bullock. Did 
you or did you not write that ‘deposit slip ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive the $400 in cash which you deposited 
on July 23,1946? That is, from Albert I. Bullock? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that in evidence. 

The Cuarrman. The document will be received. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Bullock Exhibit No. 6.” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. The sum of the figures I have just given is $2,300. 
This cash was deposited in a period of 4 months. Did you get this 
$2,300 in cash which was deposited in your bank accounts over and 
above your Army pay from Inspector Albert I. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butrock. I decline to answer. 

The Cuarrman. In what bank were these deposits made? 

Mr. Bauman. All of them made in the McLachlen Banking Corp., 
Washington, D. C. 

The CHarrman. During what period? 

Mr. Bauman. During the period from March 29, 1946, to July 23, 
1946. 

Now, during the period from October 1946 through March 1947, 
Mrs. Bullock, Was that account at the MecLachlen Banking Corp., 
D. C., the only checking account mem! had? 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer 

Mr. Bauman. Did you deposit your Army pay for November 1946 
into this account on December 1, 1946? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. In the amount of $364.80? 

Mrs. Buttock. The answer is: I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 3, 1947, which was 10 days before you 
deposited your December pay, you deposited into your savings account 
at that time, in that bank, $870 in cash, did you not? 

The CHamrMan. In what bank? 

Mr. Bauman. In the McLachlen Banking Corp., Washington, D. C. 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Ps Bauman. I show you a deposit slip dated January 3, 1947, of 

hat bank showing a deposit of $870 in currency into a savings account. 

The Cuamman. Made by whom? 

Mr. Bauman. Made payable to the account of Helen H. Hill or 
Dave H. Hill—I believe Dave H. Hill is the son of Mrs. Bullock by a 
prior marriage. 

Did you deposit $870 in cash on that date? 
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Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your handwriting? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you write that deposit slip? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive that $870 from Albert I. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. May this be marked ¢ 

The Cuarrman. What is her name? 

Mr. Bauman. Her name was Helen H. Hill, at that time. 

During the years 1946, “47 °48, and until August 6, 1949, your name 
was Helen H. Hill: is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butuock. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And Dave H. Hill was your son by a previous mar- 
riage; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Buttock. That is correct. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Bullock Exhibit No. 7.” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. On the same day, January 3, 1947, in addition t 
that $870 you put into your savings account in cash, you also de 
posited in your checking account at the Milechlen Banking Corp. 
two $100 and one $50 United States postal money orders; is that 
correct ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I am not going to delay the questioning while look- 


ing for those slips. Do you deny that you deposited $250 in postal 
money orders on January 3 into your checking account at the Me- 


Lachlen Banking Corp., ma’am ? 
Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. On January 3, 1947? 
Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. And to whom were they payable ? 
Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Who gave them to you? 
Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Did Albert I. Bullock give them to you? 
Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer 


Mr. Bauman. I now show you the original of this deposit slip, 


showing the deposit on that day into your checking account of U nit 
States money orders, apparently written in your own handwriting, 
in the amount of $250. Did you write that slip, ma’am ? 

Mrs. BuLLock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you deposit $250 in money orders on that day! 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you please mark this. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 8,” and will b 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Did Inspector Bullock give you the $250 ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, during this 5-month period from 
October 1946 through March 1947 you drew on your checking accoll! 
at the McLachlen, a total of 55 checks. Fifty of these checks, Mrs. 
Bullock, were used by you to pay bills at women’s specialty shops 
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and department stores, and to pay rent, telephone, charitable contri- 
butions, and gas. Are you aware of that? 

Mrs. Butzock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Now the other five chee ks in that period of 5 months 
were payable to the order of “Cash,” four of which totaling $200 were 

cashed in the period from January 24 to February 14, 1947. 

What cash did you use to live on for the remainder of the 5-month 
period over and mom this $200? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get any cash during this period from Albert 
I. Bullock ¢ 

Mrs. Butxocx. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you feed Albert I. Bullock during this period, 
Mrs. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact, Mrs. Bullock, that Mr. 
Bullock says that during the years 1946, 1947, and 1948 he consumed 
no food at home at all—are you aware of the fact that he made that 
statement ¢ 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay his food bills during those 3 years before 
you married him ? 

Mrs. Buxxock. I dec line | to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On July 7, 1947, you opened a bank account at the 
Pentagon branch of the First and Merchants National Bank of Rich- 
mond, and that bank account remained open until June 10, 1948, did 
it not, ma’am ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I do not recall. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you a photostatic copy of the transcript 
of your account, “Captain Helen H. Hill or D. H. Hill, in account 
with the First and Merchants National Bank of Richmond, Virginia,’ 
and ask you if that refreshes your recollection—is that a transcript of 
your account ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Let us mark it, please. 

(The transcript referred to was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 9,” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Carman. What does it show / 

Mr. Bauman. It shows it was opened on July 7, and remained open 
until June 10, 1948. 

On July 7, 1947, you deposited into this new account at the Pentagon 
branch of the First and Merchants National Bank of Richmond, $300 
in cash, did you not? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I ab you a deposit slip in that account and ask you 
if you deposited $300 in cash on that day in that account ‘ 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer it in evidence. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 10,” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr, Bauman. One week after that deposit of $300 in cash, on July 
15, 1947, you deposited another $100 in cash, did you not 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 
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Mr. Bauman. Is this deposit slip dated July 15, showing a deposit 
of $100 in currency, in your handwriting? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 11,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Two weeks after that, on July 28, 1947, you deposited 
in that same account at the First and Merchants National Bank of 
Richmond, $700 in cash; is that correct, ma’am ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you a deposit slip showing such a deposit 
in that bank on July 28, 1947, and ask you if that is your handwrit- 
ing at the top of the ‘slip? 

“Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer it in evidence. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 12,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get that $300 which you deposited in that 
account on July 7, 1947. from Albert I. Bullock? 

Mrs. Buiiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive the $100 which you deposited in 
cash on July 15, 1947, into that account from Albert I. Bullock? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive the $700 in cash which you deposited 
on July 28, 1947, into that account from Albert I. Bullock ¢ 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. The sum of those figures is $1,100, Mrs. Bulloek. 
Did you get that money from Albert I. Bullock ¢ 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Now on August 6, 1947, you deposited in that same 
account $400 in cash, did you not? 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you a photostatic copy of the deposit ticket 
and ask you if that is your handwriting? 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 13,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive that $400 from Albert I. Bul- 
lock ? 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. One week later, on August 13, 1947, you deposited 
$600 in cash into that same account, did you not ? 

Mrs. Buuxuock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you a photost: itic copy of the deposit 
ticket showing the deposit on that date in that amount and ask you if 
that is your handwriting at the top? 

Mrs. Buiwock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 14.° and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The CuarrmMan. Of the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 
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The CuarrMaAn. Mrs. Bullock, were you in any private business at 


that time ? 


Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 15, 1947, you deposited $25 in cash, and on 
August 20, 1947, $50 more in cash; is that right ¢ 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. The sum of the figures which I have just read to you 
is $1,075, all of which you deposited i in August 1947, in cash money. 
Did you get that money from Albert I. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butwock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On September 15, Mrs. Bullock, you deposited in that 
account $50 in cash, and 2 days later, on September 17, 1947, you de- 
posited in the same account $200 in cash; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get that money from Inspector Albert I. 
Bullock ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer in evidence two we tickets, one dated 
September 16, 1947, and one September 17, 1947, the first of which 
shows a deposit in the sum of $50 in cash, and the second in the sum 
of $200 in cash. 

(The documents were marked, respectively, “Bullock Exhibits Nos. 
15 and 16,” and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. On October 24, 1947, did you deposit in that same 
Pentagon branch of the First and Merc ‘hants National Bank of Rich- 
mond, $170 in cash money ¢ 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 


Mr. Bauman. I offer in evidence a deposit slip on that bank of that 
date indicating a cash deposit of $170 in cash, said deposit ticket, 
apparently being in the handwriting of Mrs. Helen H. Hill. 


(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 17,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

na Bauman. On October 31, 1947, which was exactly 1 week after 

he deposit of $170 in cash, you deposited $350 in cash in the same 
account, did you not? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, within 8 days you deposited $520 in 
cash in this bank; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get $350 in cash from Ins 
Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get the $170 in cash which you deposited on 
August 24, 1947, from Inspector Albert I. Bullock ¢ 

Mrs. BULLOCK. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. The $250 in cash which you deposited during the 
month of September 1947 did you get that from Inspector Albert I. 
Bullock? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer in evidence a deposit ticket of October 
31, 1947, on the First and Merchants National Bank of Richmond, 
apparently in the handwriting of Helen H. Hill, showing a cash de- 
posit of $350. 


pector Albert I. 
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The CuHatrman. That will be made a part of the record. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 18,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. On December 23, 1947, did you deposit in the Penta. 
gon branch of the First and ian hants National Bank in Richmond. 
Va., the sum of $200 in cash ? 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive that $200 in cash from Inspector 
Albert I. Bullock? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer the deposit ticket, again apparently jy 
the handwriting of Helen H. Hill, dated December 23, 1947, showing 
the deposit of $200 in currency. 

The CuHatrman. It will be received. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 19” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. On January 9, 1948, Mrs. Bullock, did you deposit 
$100 in cash in this bank account ? 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did vou receive $100 on or about that date from In- 
spector Albert I. Bullock ¢ 

Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive this $100 which you deposited on 
that date from Inspector Albert I. Bullock? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer a deposit ticket, apparently in the hand- 
writing of Helen H. Hill, dated January 9, 1948, showing the deposit 
in the sum of $100. 

The CuHatrman. It will be received. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 20” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. On March 9 you deposited $50 in cash in that ac 
count; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butuock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. So that I shall not repeat, Mr. Chairman, in each 
individual situation, may the record indicate that the deposit ticket 
that I am offering covers the amount in the bank about which the 
question just previous has been asked, and confirms the facts stated 
in the question which has been asked ? 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Bauman. You may see these, if you want to in the light of that. 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Will you mark this? 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 21.” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mrs. Bullock, on March 25, did you deposit in 
this bank account sar ne $1,000 in cash? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive that $1,000 from Albert I. Bullock! 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer a deposit slip in that amount. 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 22.” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee.) 
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Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, from July 7, 1947, through March 25, 
1948, a period of less than 9 months you deposited in tha at account at 


the Pentagon branch of the First and Merchants National Bank of 


Richmond, Va., a total of $4,295 on 15 different occasions. Did you 


get this money from Albert I. Bullock ? 


Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

The CHarrMan. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. In 1948, Ma’am, you bought a house in Bethesda, 
Md., did you not? 

Mrs. Butxocx. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. At 7903 Canterbury Drive, Bethesda, from Meadow- 
brook & Co., Inc., and the purchase price was $15,950? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. The terms were $5,480.25 in cash. including a $500 
down payment, and a $10,500 first trust from the Perpetual Building 
Association in Washington, D. C.; is that correct? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. BAUMAN. And the $5,480. 25 consisted of two checks, one was a 
$500 check, drawn on February 23, 1948, which cleared on February 
26, 1948, as a deposit, and a check for $4,980.25, which cleared on 
April 2, 1948 ; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Now at the time you wrote that $500 check, your 


balance was $247.29; is that correct ? 


Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. And you deposited about $535 on February 24 in 
order to cover that down payment; is that correct 

Mr. Bauman. On February 24, 1948, ma’am, did you deposit into 
your account in the First and Merchants National Bank of Richmond, 
three pay checks of Albert I. Bullock, totaling $534.21? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you three checks of the Treasurer of the 
United States, drawn to the account of Albert I. Bullock in the 
amount of $178.07, the first of which is dated January 22, 1948, the 
second one February 6, 1948, the third one February 20, 1948, each 
one bearing the endorsement of Albert I. Bullock and Helen H. Hill. 

Mrs. Bullock, did you deposit these three checks in your account 


| at that bank ? 


Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. I ask that these be deemed marked in evidence, so 
that we do not actually mark them. 
(The doe uments referred to were marked “Bullock Exhibits Nos. 
24, and 25,” respectively, and will be found in the files of the 


2 
»* 


whe ‘ommittee. ) 


Mr. Bauman. At this time, I offer in evidence the deposit ticket, 
apparently in Mrs. Hill’s handwriting, in that bank showing the 
deposit of three United States Treasury checks in the amount of 
$178.07 apiece, February 4, 1948. 

(The document was “marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 26,” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Did Inspector Bullock give you those checks? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 


94273—52—pt. 219 
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account was $22: 


did you not? 


Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Then there was another check for $1,195, represent. 
ing a loan from the City Bank which constituted part of your deposit 
on that day, did it not? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. And the balance of your deposit on March 29, 1948, 
was in the form of a check from Albert I. Bullock in the amount of 
$2,000; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you a photostatic copy of a check of Albert 
I. Bullock in the sum of $2,000, and drawn on the Seat Pleasant Bank, 
dated March 29, 1948, and ask you if you deposited the original of 
that check in your account ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you mark that ? 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 27,” and will b 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Is that $2,000 a gift, Mrs. Bullock ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on April 30, 1948, you opened an account i! 
the Bank of Bethesda, did you not ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. And you closed that account just about 3 weeks afte! 
you married Inspector Bullock; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On May 21, 1948, before you were married to In- 
spector Bullock, did you deposit $300 in cash in the Bank of Bethesda 
in your account there ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer in evidence the original of the deposit ticket 
of the Bank of Bethesda showing a deposit in cash of $300 on that 
date, the deposit ticket apparently being in the handwriting of 
Helen H. Hill. 

(The document referred to was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 25. 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Did Inspector Bullock give you that $300? 

Mrs. Buriock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 4, 1948, did you deposit $1,000 in cash 1! 


that account ? 





Mr. Bauman. That left $4,980.25 that you had to pay to the Sub- 
urban Title to clear this account; is that right ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On April 2 you wrote a check in that amount, where. 
as, as a matter of fact, on March 24, 1948, the balance in your bank 
3.68; is that right ? 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $4,900 that you used to pay 
off the remainder of the money due on that house ? j 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, on March 29, 1948, you deposited 
$4,145 into that account, consisting of a check for $1,000 from the 
Pentagon Federal Credit Union, and you used $950 of that $1,(00 
loan from the Pentagon Federal Credit Union in that transaction, 
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Mrs. Butxiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you this deposit ticket and ask you if that is 
your handwriting ? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. That actually is the handwriting of Inspector Bul- 
lock; is it not, ma’am ? 

Mrs. BuLLoc K. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Inspector Bullock deposit $1,000 in cash in your 
account in the name of Helen H. Hill? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 4, 1948, as per that deposit slip? 

Mrs. Butiock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer the original of that deposit slip in evi- 


; dence. 


(The document referred to was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 29,” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Mr. Bauman. In March, 1948, you had borrowed money from the 


» Pentagon Federal Union; is that right ? 


Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 4, 1948, you paid them $850 in cash on 
account of that loan; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. May the record indicate that the original War De- 
partment record of the Federal Credit Union indicates a cash de ‘posit 


Fon that date of $852.50? 


The CuammMan. It is so ordered. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you mark this? 

(The document referred to was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 30.” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock, in other words, you had deposited in 
one account or another of yours on that one day, August 4, 1948, 
$180 in cash, $1,000 in the bank in Bethesda, and $850 on account 
of this loan; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get any or all of that money from Albert I. 


| Bullock ¢ 


Mrs. Buttock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Bullock. from March 25, 1946, through August 
2), 1948, a period of just less than 21% years, the Fecords of your bank 
accounts at the McLachlen Banking Corp. in Washington, D. C., the 
Pentagon branch of the First and Merchants National Bank of Ric ‘h- 
mais the Bank of Bethesda i in Maryland, together with the records 
of the Federal Credit Union at the Pentagon, indicate that you paid 

nto your accounts at these institutions a grand total of $9,915 in cash, 
te nothing at all to do with any of your pay checks. Are you 
aware of that ? 

Mrs. Butzock. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, each and every one but one of 
your Army pay checks was deposited in one of your bank accounts 
quite aside from that $9.915 in cash. Are you aware of that? 

Mrs. Butiocr. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. And this $9915 in cash has nothing to do with any 
f the loans you made of which this committee has knowledge. 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 
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The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(There was disc ussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Would you like to amend that answer, Madam? 

Mrs. Buttock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And this $10,000 does not include the money which 

‘came from the redemption of your United States savings bonds, both 
of which bond cashings, one of $453 on Feburary 21, 1947, sae aul 
other of $463 on May 16, 1947 were deposited in your McLachlen ¢ 
ing account—where did you get almost $10,000 in cash to deposit ee 
ing this period ? 

Mrs. Buxxiocx. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get all of this money from Albert I. Bullock: 

Mrs. Butxock. I decline to answer. 

The CHamman. Mr. Bauman, in behalf of absolute accuracy, jt 
should be understood that the exact sum about which you just inquired 
is $9,915 instead of $10,000. 

Mr. Bauman. The chairman has already made the record ver 
clear to the effect that the amount about which we have been talking 
in this 214 year period is $9,915. 

It is stipulated among the committee, counsel for this witness, oe 
Albert I. Bullock, and Mrs. Albert I. Bullock, that in each case whe 
the witness, Mrs. Albert I. Bullock, refuses to answer a question she 
does so upon the ground that to answer it may tend to incriminate her, 
that in each such case upon her refusal to answer, the committee has 
directed her to answer, and that after the direction of the committe 
in each such case, Mrs. Albert I. Bullock has reiterated her refusal to 
answer the question upon the ground that to do so would tend to in- 
criminate her. Is that correct ? 

The Cuamman. Mr. Ford, do you agree to that stipulation in behalf 
of the witness, Mrs. Bullock? 

Mr. Forp. As far as it has gone, I do, but I respectfully ask t! 
chairman to also have dictated that many are based on privilege of 
the wife. I realize your ruling to begin with, but if you will go back 
you will find one of the questions covered a period of 3 months after 
her marriage. So we desire the record to show that she also asse! 
her privilege as the result of her marital status, being the wife: 
Bullock. She bases it on those two grounds. 

Mr. Bauman. Knowing the feeling of the committee, I want the 
record to be perfectly clear that there was one reference made to 


; 


period after they were married, but no question asked about that 
period. 

Mr. Forp. If I might attempt to refresh your recollection, it 1 
lated to the 3 months after she was married. 

Mr. Bauman. When she had a certain bank account ? 

Mr. Forp. That is correct, so that was a period after her marriage 

Mr. Bauman. It is only as to that question then that she is 2t- 
tempting to avail herself of this privilege? 

Mr. Forn. She is refusing to answer all questions on both grounds 

Mr. Bauman. My original understanding was 

The Cuamman. The Chair sustains the, objection to the extent t! 
the question relates to a period of 8 months during which Mrs. Bul: 
lock was the wife of Inspector Bullock. 

The objection to the remainder of the testimony is overruled. 
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Mr. Bauman. Is the stipulation in the present form satisfactory? 
Mr. Foro. If it includes the basis to show on the ground of privi- 


. lege. 


Mr. Bauman. Is that satisfactory to you, Mrs. Bullock? 

Mrs. Butxock. Yes, sir. 

The CuamrMan. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

The CuamMan. The witness is now excused. 

Mr. Foro. She can go away from the building ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and n othing ‘but the 


> truth, so help you God? 


Mr. Butxock. I do. 


| TESTIMONY OF ALBERT I. BULLOCK, INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAN 


POLICE DEPARTMENT; ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES E. FORD, 
COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name, sir? 

Mr. Butxock. Albert I. Bullock. 

Mr. Forp. Excuse me; wait until he gives this information. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live? 

Mr. Buntoc K. 2480 Sixteenth Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. You are an 7 ee in the Metropolitan Police De- 
partment of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Forp. May I make my statement, Mr. Chairman? On behalf 
of my client it is a fact that he filed a questionnaire, that at the end 
of the questionnaire he made certain statements. He repeats those 
statements now in the sense that insofar as that questionnaire is con- 
cerned he still asserts the rights and the privileges that are typed and 
stated at the end of his questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. May the record appear that that statement was just 
made by Mr. Charles E. Ford, of Washington, D. C., attorney at law, 
who is here as counsel to Inspector Albert I. Bullock. And Mr. Ford, 
as to your statement, I have during the course of the examination cer- 
tain questions which will relate to the statement you have just made, 
and I am sure that the Chair will permit you to avail yourself of 
whatever defenses or privileges you wish to. 

You were appointed captain in the Metropolitan Police Depart- 
ment on July 16, 1942; is that right? 

Mr. Burnock. I think that is the date. 

Mr. Bauman. Prior to January 31, 1947, you were in command of 
No. 11 precinct; is that not right ? 

Mr. Butrock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 31, 1947, you were transferred to No. 8 
by Major Callahan for what Major Callahan characterized as “un- 
savory connections”; is that correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. That is what was in the newspapers. He never told 
me anything like that. 
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Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. Butiock. 


Mr. Bauman. 


Barton ? 


Mr. BuLwLock. 
Mr. BaumMan. 


reason for your 
Mr. Buttock 


Mr. BauMAN. 


Mr. BuLuock. 


all right, Al.” 
Mr. BauMan. 









TDid he ever 


say that to you? 
No, sir. 


Did you ever mention your connection with George 


No, sir. 


Did not Major Callahan tell you at any time the 
transfer ? 


No, sir. 


Do you know whether Major Callahan told the news. 
papers that you were being transferred for “unsavory connections”) 
I do not know that. I could not say that. The las 
thing that Major Callahan said to me, shook my hand, “Everyt! 


On July 1, 1947, did Robert J. Barrett, become major 


Superintendent of the Metropolitan Police Department ? 


Mr. BuLiock. 
Mr. BauMAN. 


ferred by Major 
Mr. Butiock. 


Mr. BauMAN. 


Mr. BuLvocr. ' 


Mr. BauMAN., 
ary 1, 


I think that was the date. 


On that very day, as a matter of fact, you were trans. 


Barrett to No. 13; were you not? 

That is right. 

The very day he became major? 

Chat is right. There was a vacancy in 13. 


And you remained in command of No. 13 until Janu- 
1950, is that not right ? 

Mr. Buiock. 
Mr. Bauman. 


That is right. 


And on January 1, 1950, you were promoted to the 


rank of inspector ? 


Mr. BuLwuock. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. Buiock. 


Mr. BaumMaANn. 


I was. 
And by whom? 
On the recommendation of Major Barrett. 


No. 13 to which you were transferred by Major 
Barrett, on the very date of his appointment, was a precinct in which 


there was a great deal of gambling activity, was there not? 


Mr. Butyock. 
Mr. BaumMAN. 


There was a lot of suspected places there, yes. 


I think you can answer the question, Inspector. No. 
13, to which you were transferred on the date Major Barrett became 
major was a precinct, according to police information, in which a 


great deal of gambling took place, is that right? 


Mr. BuLiocu. 


Mr. BAuMAN. 


Yes. 


Allright. And he transferred you from No. 8, which 


was a residential precinct, was it not? 


Mr. BuLiock. 
Mr. Bauman. 


that right ? 


Mr. BuLiock. 


Mr. BauMAN. 


Mr. Buiock. 


Mr. Bauman. 


naire, and ask you if the at is the questionnaire that you submitted to 
‘the sube ‘ommittee on or about March 17, 1952 


the office of 


Mr. Bui1oc K. 
Mr. Bauman. 


That is right. 


Where there was practically no gambling at all; 1s 


Well, I couldn’t say that. 


Very little compared to No. 13; is that not correct / 


That is my opinion, yes. 
I show you the original of your financial question: 


Yes, sir. 


When did you first learn that the registered letter 


containing that questionnaire was at your apartment house, 2480 Six- 
teenth Street NW., Washington, D. C.? 
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Mr. Buttock. I don’t remember the date. I was out of town 
when the registered letter came to the apartment. Sometime after I 
was notified ‘there w vas a registered letter at the desk. 

Mr. BAUMAN. a long; after that did you pick it up? 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t remember how long it was. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your best recollection ? 

Mr. Butxock. I am trying to figure it out. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it 3 weeks ? 

Mr. Butxock. I guess it was. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time you did not pick it up, you knew that it 
contained a financial questionnaire of this committee, did you not? 

Mr. Butxock. I did not know it, no sir. I thought it might. 

Mr. Bauman. It was because you thought it might that you did not 
pick it up; is that not true? 

Mr. Butxock. No, sir, I contacted my lawyer and was advised by 
him. 

Mr. Bauman. Regardless of the fact that you may have been ad- 
vised by counsel, you refused to pick it up, whether or oe it was with 
the advice of your attorney, you refused to pick it up, because you 
thought it contained the questionnaire of this subcommittee; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Butxock. Not because it contained the questionnaire, upon 
advice of my counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. Knowing that it contained the questionnaire? 

Mr. Butxock. I did not know it. 

Mr. Bauman. Or suspecting that it contained the questionnaire? 

Mr. Butxock. That is right. I acted on the advice of my counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. And refused to pick it up? 

Mr. Butxock. Did not refuse to pick it up. I just did not pick 
it up 

Mr. Bauman. That is what I mean. Did anybody offer it to you 
at the desk in your building during this period / 

Mr. Butxock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your purpose in refusing to accept it was to delay and 
hinder this investigation into your affairs, was it not? 

Mr. Butxock. No; let us get that straight; it was not. 

Mr. Bauman. I would like to get it str aight. 

Mr. Butxock. It was not. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your purpose in refusing to accept it? 

Mr. Buttock. I say on advice of my counsel. I don’t want this 
committee to get the idea that I was trying to hinder this investiga- 
tion ; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Bullock, on February 2, a return receipt 

from your apartment house indicated that this questionnaire was re- 
ceived at your apartment house—and let us face this—the question- 
naire was returned to the committee on March 17, a period of some 6 
weeks later, and I want the record to be clear in the light of your 
protestation that you were not attempting to hinder the committee— 
I want the record to show that you did hinder the committe e by de- 
laying its investigation of your affairs for a period of 4 weeks be yond 
the time when you should have returned it, whatever the difference is 
between 10 days and 6 weeks. 

Mr. Buttock. Can I speak to my counsel ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 
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(Conference.) 

Mr. Bauman. Do you wish to amplify your answer, sir ¢ 

Mr. Butxock. I did not pick it up, on advice of my counsel. 

Mr. Bauman, All right. 

Mr. Buttock. If you want to ask my counsel, go ahead. 

Mr. Bauman. Your counsel is not the witness. The questionnaire 
was not sent to your counsel. 

I call your attention to the acknowledgment on page 27, and ask 
you whether you swore to the truth of the matters contained in the 
questionnaire before a notary public of the District of Columbia 
named D. L. Grantham ? 

Mr. Butxock. To the best of my knowledge, I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Are the answers contained in the questionnaire true 
to the best of your knowledge? 

Mr. Butiock. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you a copy of a letter which I wrote to you 
on April 1, and ask if you received the original of that letter ? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I will offer it in evidence at this time. 

(The letter was marked “Bullock Exhibit 31”, and will be found in 
the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. I call your attention to page 26 of the questionnaire, 
you state there that on January 1, 1946, and on that date the suc- 
ceeding year, you did not have in excess of $50 estimated cash on 
hand; is that Right? 

Mr. Buttock. That was the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that answer correct, sir? 

Mr. Buttock. So far as I know. That is so far back I can’t—— 

Mr. Bauman. Well, it is not that far back in every instance, sir— 
October 1, 1951—isn’t that far back or was not at the time this question- 
naire was sent to you, nor was January 1951, or January of 1950. 

On that same page you stated that on January 1, 1946, that on that 
date of each succeeding year, you did not have any cash anywhere 
else: is that correct, cash, that is, not bank accounts? 

Mr. Butrock. That is what is there, all right. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that answer correct ? 

Mr. Butxock. So far as I know. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that to the best of your present recollection ? 

Mr. Buttock. To the best of my knowledge and recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. At this time? 

. Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You also stated in that questionnaire that on January 
1, 1946, vou did not have over $1,000 estimated cash in banks; is 
that right? 

Mr. Buttock. That was to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that in your bank account at the Seat Pleasant! 

Mr. Butxock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. At the Seat Pleasant Bank? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. On December 10, 1946, let me come back to that 
$1,000 in banks—what bank was that in? 

Mr. Buttock. Seat Pleasant Bank. 
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Mr. Bauman. You did not open that account until July 22 of 
1946—what other bank accounts did you have in which you had a 
ane dollars? 

Mr. Butiock. I thought I had an account before that, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. That’s the only account you had at that time 4 

Mr. Butiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. On December 6, 1946, you obtained a loan of $500 
from the Metropolitan Police Credit Union, did you not? 

Mr. Butxiock. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. Bauman. W ell. let me show you a photost atic copy of a check 
dated December 10, 1946, payable to you in the sum of $500, the 
check bearing the imprint of the Police Credit Union of the District 
of Columbia and ask you whether that refreshes your recollection 4 

Mr. Buttock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. I will offer it in evidence. 

(The check was marked “Bullock Exhibit 32” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. BauMAN. You did not report that loan in the questionnaire, did 
you, Inspector? I call your attention to page 25 of the questionnaire 


where you were asked whether you had borrowed any money in 


excess of $100 in 1945 to the present. 

Mr. Butxock. I did not remember it 

Mr. Bauman. And you answered, “No”, did you not ? 

Mr. Buttock. No answer there. 

Mr. Bauman. I beg to differ with you, Inspector, The answer is 
“No,” is it not ? 

Mr. Butiock. That is right. That is what the answer is, but I did 
not remember it. 

Mr. Bauman. You deposited that check in your account in the Seat 
Pleasant Bank, did you not, is that correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t know whether I 

Mr. Bauman. The endorsement of the bank is right on the back of 
the check, Inspector. 

Mr. Buttock. Well, I must have. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 23, 1948, you borrowed $500 from the 
Police Credit Union again, did you not, Inspector ? 

Mr. Buniock. I don’t remember when. I had forgotten those 
things, 

Mr. Bauman. Let us just see if we cannot brush up your memory a 
little bit. I show you this check in the amount of $ 500 and ask you 
whether on August 23, 1948, you borrowed $500 from the Police 
Credit Union ? 

Mr. Buttock, Apparently I did; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you deposit the proceeds of that loan in the Seat 
Pleasant Bank ? 

Mr. Butiock. According to this, I did. 

Mr. Bauman. You did not report that loan either, did you, In- 
spector ? 

Mr. Butnock. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Your answer on the questionnaire was knowingly false 
when you said that ? 

Mr. Buttock. No, it was not knowingly false—it was not. 
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Mr. Bauman. Let us continue a little further then. On April 2, 
1947, you borrowed a thousand dollars from the Seat Pleasant Dank, 
did you not ? 

Mr. Buiiock. I do not remember. As I say, these things are so far 
back. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me show you the original record of the Sea: 
Pleasant Bank liability ledger showing that you borrowed a thousan 
dollars on that date. Did you borrow a thousand dollars on that date 
and to further assist you, let me show you a deposit ticket in your nam 
showing the deposit of $1,000 to your account in the Seat Pleasant 
Bank on that date—did you borrow a thousand dollars ? 

Mr. Buttock. According to those records I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you or did you not, Inspector? 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t remember—I don’t remember what it was for 
now. 

Mr. Bauman. You would not say that you did not borrow a thousan( 
dollars? 

Mr. Butxock. I wouldn’t say that I didn’t, but I don’t remember it. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer those records in evidence. 

(The documents were marked “Bullock Exhibits Nos. 33 and 34,” re- 
spectively, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. You did not report that $1,000 loan on your ques- 
tionnaire, either, did you? 

Mr. Butiock. No, sir; didn’t remember it. 

Mr. Bauman. On March 30, 1948, you borrowed another $1,(00 
from the Hamilton National Bank, didn’t you? 

Mr. Buttock. Hamilton National Bank? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Buttock. I do not remember all these things. 

Mr. Bauman. Apparently you don’t remember any of them, 
Inspector. 

This is a transaction in which you borrowed $1,000 from the Hamil. 
ton National Bank and Philip George—do you know Philip George! 

Mr. Buttock. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Oh, yes. He endorsed it for you; is that correct? 

Mr. Buttock. Yes; I remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. You didn’t report that on your questionnaire, did 
you! 

Mr. Butiock. I didn’t remember it. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, there were four loans, and you want 
this committee to believe that you didn’t remember one of these four 
loans, although two were for $500 and two were for $1,000; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Buttock. That is correct. I didn’t remember. 

Mr. Bauman. What you actually did was to deliberately fail to 
report those four loans; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. So as to retard the investigation of your affairs, on 
the same theory that you held that questionnaire out for 4 weeks; 1s 
that correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. No, sir. z 

Mr. Bauman. Drawing your attention to the $1,000 in the Hamu 
ton National Bank transaction, the original terms of the loan were 
that the loan was to be a 60-day proposition; is that correct ? 
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Mr. Buuxock. I do not remember the terms of the loan. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember getting an extension of that loan 
for another 30 days? 

Mr. Butxiock. I do not remember that. 


Mr. Bauman. If the bank records indicate that this was a 60-day 
isn’t that right? 


loan, you would be prepared to say that w as correct ; 

Mr. Butxiock. It evidently is. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Who is Philip George? 

Mr. Butxock. He runs a restaurant up on U Street. 

Mr. Bauman. No. 138; is that right? 

Mr. Butiock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. That money was actually used in March of 1948 or 

April of 1948 before you were married to the present Mrs. Bullock, 
to help your present wife buy her house in Bethesda, wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Butxock. To the best of my knowledge, that is what it was. 

Mr. Bauman. You drew a $2,000 check to Helen Hill the di iy before, 
on March 29, 1948; didn’t you? i 

Mr. Butiock. I believe I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell Mr. George that you expected to be 
able to pay that note in 60 days? 

Mr. Butxiocx. I do not remember what I told him at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you expect to be able to pay that note on your 
salary as a police captain $1,000, in 60 days? 

Mr. Butxock. I think the idea was that they would leave it for 
60 days and they would renew it. 

Mr. Bauman. As a practical matter you were able to repay the loan 
in 90 days because it was within the 30-day extension that you actually 
finished paying that loan. Did you do that on your salary as a police 
captain ? 

Res Buttock. I do not remember much about the transaction, how 

aid it back, 

Mr. Bauman. But you paid $1,000, sir, over and above your living 
expenses and everything else in a period of 90 days. Did you do it 
on that salary as a “police c aptain or did you have some other income? 

Mr. Butzock. I didn’t have any other income. 

Mr. Bauman. If the note was repaid on June 29, 1948, does that re- 
fresh your recollection at all, sir? 

Mr. Butiocx. I do not remember that transaction. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, let’s see if we can’t help you 
remember. Four of your pay checks, Inspector Bullock, representing 
all of your pay for 2 months—May and June 1948—were endorsed by 
you and Philip George, weren't they, and used to apply to the payment 
of these notes; is that correct ? 

Mr. Buttock. I believe it is. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer four pay checks, from the Treasurer of the 
United States, payable to Inspector Bullock, each in the amount 
of $183.77, one dated May 7, 1948, another May 21, 1948, another 
June 7, 1948, and the last June 22, 1948, each bearing the endorsement 
of Albert Bullock and Philip George. These will be deemed marked, 
each check to have a different exhibit number, 35 through 38. 

_ (The documents referred to were deemed marked as “Bullock Ex- 
hibits Nos. 35 through 38,” respectively, and will be found in the files 
of the subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. Bauman. All these checks were deposited with the bank ae. 
count of this loan on June 30, 1948; isn’t that correct ? 

(The witness examined the checks.) 

Mr. Butiock. From the records, it is. 

Mr. Bauman. And it was on that day that you gave Mr. George al] 
these four checks, is that right? 

Mr. Butxiock. I don’t know what day I gave it to him. 

Mr. Bauman. You gave him those all at once; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Butxocx. I do not remember that. I do not know whether 
I gave it to him one at a time or not. 

“Mr. Bauman. Were you giving him your pay checks as you drew 
them, one at a time, and was Mr. George holding them until this 
date? 

Mr. Butxocx. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, in addition, you gave Mr. George $265 in cash 
on that same day to make up the balance of the $1,000. Where did 
you get the $265 in cash? 

Mr. Butxock, I do not recall that transaction, Mr. Bauman. There 
is a Whole lot I do not remember in the last couple of years. I hardly 
remember what last month—— 

Mr. Bauman. What did you live on during May and June when 
your entire pay plus $265 in cash went to a bank? 

Mr. Buriock. I do not remember that. The whole thing— 

Mr. Bauman. Did you want to say something further? 

Mr. Butrock. No. I say I cannot remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let’s see if we can pass on to another area in 
which your recollection may be better. 

The Cuamman. Did you have any income other than that fro1 
the Government for services in the Police Department at that time, 
Inspector ? 

Mr. Buriiock. No, Senator. I do not remember at that time, 
whether I borrowed small sums or not. 

Mr. Bauman. Take a look at question 34 in that questionnaire, In- 
spector, if I may call your attention to that. 

(The witness examined the questionnaire. ) 

Mr. Bauman. You said you bought a 1946 Ford Tudor sedan 
around January 15, 1946? 

Mr. Buixock. That is what this bill says; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You said that was correct. You appended that 
bill to the questionnaire, didn’t you, sir? 

Mr. Buitock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you sell that car? 

Mr. Butxiock. To the best of my knowledge, that car was turned 11, 
I think, on the Dodge for my wife. 

Mr. Bauman. Your wife’s Dodge, Inspector, was bought for cash 
as a matter of fact? 

Mr. Buiwock. It was? I do not know whom this car was sold to, 
but that is what it was sold for, to get that car. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember how much you got for it? 

Mr. Buixock. No, I don't. 

Mr. Bauman. You say the proceeds were used to buy your wife: 
Dodge: is that cor ae 

Mr. Butxock. Yes, si 
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Mr. Bauman. Inspector, you didn’t report, did you, in your answer 


‘to that question on page 9 of the questionnaire—I do not know 
' whether 1t is page 9 or not, but you are looking at it—you did not 


report that on June 11, 1946, that you bought a 1946 Chevrolet sports 
sedan from Ourisman Chevrolet, did you 4 

Mr. Buttock. From Ourisman ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Did you buy a 1946 Chevrolet on June 11, 1946, from Ourisman 
Chevrolet ¢ 

Mr. Butiock. I bought a Chevrolet, but I thought it was from 
Mandell. 

Mr. Bauman. We will come to that transaction with Mandell, but 
let me show you this voucher from Ourisman Chevrolet, and ask you if 
that refreshes your recollection. 

(The witness examined the document.) 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t remember getting that car. From the rec- 


' ords, | guess I did. 


Mr. Bsuman. That car was titled in your name, wasn't it, Inspector ? 

Mr. Buttock. I do not remember it being so. But if it was titled 
in my nanie—— 

Mr. Bauman. You do not deny that you bought that car at Ouris- 
man, do you? 

Mr. Butiock. I would say I do not remember it, but the records say 
I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Inspector, you say that the proceeds from that 
Ford went to buy the Dodge that went to your wife? 

Mr. Buttock. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. On June 11 you bought that Chevvie from Ourisman 
Chevrolet. Where did you get the money to buy that, which, I might 
add, was paid for in cash ? 

Let me ask it again in another way: On June 11, 1946, you bought 
a 1946 Chevrolet sports sedan from Ourisman Chevrolet which was 
titled in your name and paid $1,102.05 in cash. Where did you get 
the cash to buy that car? 

Mr. Buriock. I cannot remember all the way back there, Mr. Bau- 
man—1946. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the best answer you can give, Inspector? 

Mr. Buttock. That is the best answer I can give. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in 1946, on July 19 of that year, you bought a 
1946 Dodge club coupe, didn’t you? 

Mr. Bu.tock. That was my wife’s car. 

Mr. Bauman. That car was titled in your name, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Bun.ock. It shouldn’t have been. It might have, but it should 
not have been. 

Mr. Bauman. You didn’t report that in answer to your question- 
naire, did you? 

Mr. Buttock. I thought it was titled in her name. 

Mr. Bauman. The records indicate, Inspector, that it was titled in 
your name. Did you give her the money to buy that car? 

Mr. Buttock. No. This Ford that was turned in at Cherner’s be- 
longed to her. The Ford was turned over to her. That car shouldn’t 
have been titled in my name. 

Mr. Bauman. Wasn't the Ford titled in your name, too! 
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Mr. Butxock. The Ford that was turned in? No, that was in her 
name. 

Mr. Bauman. This was her car, you say? It should have been title, 
in her name; is that right ? 

Mr. Butiocx. It shouldn’ t have been titled in my name. 

Mr. Bauman. October 5, 1946, you bought a 1941 Chevrolet, two. 
door sedan, didn’t you, and that car w as titled in your name; is that 
right ? 

“Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. But you didn’t report that car, did you, in answer t 
question 34? 

Mr. Buttock. I thought it was in here. I asked Mandell for all my 
transactions. I thought it was a , 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on December 9, 1946. you bought a 1946 Hudson 
four-door sedan, didn’t you, and that one was titled in your name, 
too, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Butxock. Yes, sir. I just remembered that car, but I forgot 
that I bought that car for a man. 

Mr. Bauman. That car was titled in your name? 

Mr. Butxock. I think it was, now. 

Mr. Bauman. You didn’t report that car in the committee’s anes. 
tionnaire ? 

Mr. Butxock. I forgot all about it. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, you are asking the committee t to 
believe that, although you bought five cars or five cars were title 
in your name in 1946, you only, remembered one of them when yo 
filled out this questionnaire; is that what you are asking this com. 
mittee to believe ? 

Mr. Bu Lock. I went to these different places where I thought I 
could get some records, Mr. Bauman, and I couldn’t get them. I put 
down to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. BauMAN. Your point is that although you dealt in five eare in 
that year you want the chairman to believe that that is the only o 
out of five cars you dealt in that you remembered when you filled out 
this questionnaire insofar as it affected cars in 1946; is that right? 

Mr. Buuxock. No. I said I sort of remembered buying another car, 
and I went there and couldn’t get any records there. They didn 
have any records. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew perfectly well, Inspector, didn’t you, 1 
the concealment of four of your car transactions in 1 year Genki be 
calculated to slow down this investigation ? 

Mr. Butiock. I didn’t want to slow down any investigation. 

Mr. Bauman. It does seem to me that, based on the amount of infor- 
mation you left out of your questionnaire, it would not have been 
possible for you to have forgotten it, and that therefore I am relue: 
tantly compelled to the conclusion that it was deliber: itely omitted, 
which, taken together with your action in not answering the ques 
tionnaire for a period of 4 weeks after it was due, confirms in my mil d 
at least the fact that you intended to retard the investigation. 

Mr. Buiock. It wasn’t anything. The frame of mind I was in t 
that time and now, it is a wonder that I can make any part of $- 
tionnaire. I have been on the verge of a nervous breakdown and ha 
been that way for 7 months. I am in bad physical shape Dados 

say, it is a wonder I could answer any of those questions, or half of 
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them. I have been through a terrible ordeal. The doctor says I have 
blood pressure and still says I can go to work. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you finished with that statement? 

Mr. Buiwock. Yes, sir. 

But I would like to get it straightened out. I had no idea of retard- 
ing this investigation. How could I retard it? You people could call 
me down before. I knew that. I didn’t think that the questionnaire 
would hold you up. It never entered my mind. You could have called 
me down here any time. 

The CuairMAN. Let us proceed with this examination. 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t want that to be assumed by anybody. 

Mr. Bauman. Going back to your purchase on June 11, 1946, of the 
1946 Chevrolet sports sedan, you paid $1,102.05 in cash for that, didn’t 
you ¢ 
* Mr. Butxock. I just said, Mr. Bauman, I do not remember that 
transaction. 

Mr. Bauman. You sold it to a man named Paul Price, didn’t you? 
Do you remember that ? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t remember Paul Price. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what you did with the proceeds of that 
Chevrolet ? 

Mr. Butxocx. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you deposit it in your bank? 

Mr. Buxtiock. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you spend it? 

Mr. Butxock. I do not know. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me draw your attention to the 1946 Dodge club 
coupe which you bought on July 19, 1946. You say that was your 
wife’s car, Inspector? 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You say you did not pay for that car? 

Mr. Butxock. I paid for it. I made the transaction. 

Mr. Bauman. All right. 

Mr. Butxiock. But I do not know whether it was my money or her 
money. 

Mr. Bauman. How much did the car cost? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it $1,524.92? 

Mr. ButiocK. That is what the bill says. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give your wife over $1,500 in cash to buy 
that car? 

Mr. Buttock. No; I don’t think so. As I say, my best recollection 
is that this Ford was turned in. 

Mr. Bauman. The bill indicates that quite aside from anything 
that might have been turned in, $1,524.92 was paid in cash, Did you 
give your wife $1,500 in cash ? 

Mr. Buttock. No. I said to the best of my recollection this Ford 
was turned in on that. 

Mr. Bauman. I gather that some additional payment was necessary. 

Mr. Bunzock. Yes. 

Mr. Bsuman. It appears from the records the $1,524 was paid in 
cash. Did you give your wife that much money ? ; 
Mr. Buttock. I do not remember giving her that much money at 
that time. 
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Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, there was no trade-in on tha; 
Dodge, Inspector. 

Mr. Buttock. I said that was to the best of my recollection. 

The Cuairman. The committee will take a recess until 2: 30. 

(Whereupon, at 12 noon, the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 2:30 p. m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(Present: Senator Neely.) 
The CuatrMan. The committee will be in order. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF ALBERT I. BULLOCK, INSPECTOR, MET. 
ROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT; ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES 
E. FORD, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Inspector Bullock, calling your nee to 194] 
Chevrolet two-door sedan, which you bought on yaar D, 1946, you 
bought that car from Mandell Chevrolet, did you not, 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you paid by check in the amount of $719.83; js 
that not correct—is that the right amount? 

Mr. Butxocx. | suppose it is. ‘hat is the bill. Will you let me 
see the check? Is the check on the back there ? 

Mr. Bauman. I do not believe we have it. 

Mr. Buttock. What is the back of it, Mr. Bauman ? 

‘Mr. Bauman. You may see anything you like. It is perfectly al! 
right. 

Mr. Butxock. I am trying to refresh my memory. That is all right. 

Mr. Bauman. If it will help 3 you refresh your recollection, here is 
the transcript of your account in the Seat Pleasant Bank, showing 0 
that date a check which cleared in the amount of $719.83, where m 
finger is. Do you see that? 

Mr. Buiiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. That would obviously have been for that car; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Buxtxock. I say it should be. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, with regard to the 1946 Hudson, inspector, 
which you bought on December 9, 1946, from whom did you buy that! 

Mr. Buttock. Hudson firm out in Bethesda. 

Mr. Bacman. Is that Grady Motors ? 

Mr. Butxiock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. That car cost $1,454.89, plus a $400 allowance on 4 
1940 Pontiac; is that right? 

Mr. Butxocxk. I don’t know where the Pontiac came in. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a 1940 Pontiac ? 

Mr. Butiock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever trade a 1940 Pontiac on that Hudson! 

Mr. Butiock. TI never had a Pontiac. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me show you the file copy of the record of Gra} 
Motors, Inc., which shows you bought a 1946 Hudson on December ?. 
1946, the price of which was $1,750.04, from which was deducted 
$409 for a 1940 Pontiac trade-in, leaving a balance of $1,350.04 to be 
paid. 
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The CuHatrMan. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Butxock. I do not remember any trade on a Pontiac. I got 
this car, as I recollect now, for an Army officer, and then when I got 


' the ear, he had gone, or something, I could " locate him, but I “do 


not remember this Pontiac, so help me God. I don’t ever remember 
owning a 1940 Pontiac. Do you have a record of the 1940 Pontiac, 
Mr. Bauman? Let us be fair. Show me where I ever got that 1940 
Pontiac. 

Mr. Bauman. I do not have a record of such a Pontiac, inspector. 

Mr. Buuiock. I don’t think I ever owned a Pontiac, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. I am basing this question on the fact that according 
to the records of Grady Motors, Inc., it appears that you traded in a 
1940 Pontiac—it is on that basis that I am asking it. 

Mr. Butxock. I dont’ ever remember having a Pontiac in my life. 

Mr. Bauman. I will offer this in evidence. 

(The paper was marked “Bullock Exhibit 39,” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give Grady Motors a check for $400 in 
addition to that on December 9, 1946, inspector ? 

Mr. Buttock. I made a payment down—I don’t know whether it 
was check or cash. 

Mr. BaumMAN. It was by check, Inspector. If you want to know the 
basis for that question I will tell you, in looking at the microfilm rec- 
ords of your checking account at the Seat Pleasant Bank, Seat Pleas- 
ant, Md., on December 13, the check cleared your account in the amount 
of $400 which was made payable to Grady Motors. 

Mr. Buniock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. What was that check for? 

Mr. Butxock. As I took it, it was to insure the sale of the car. 

Mr. Bauman. I do not understand that, sit 

Mr. Buttock. Well, sort of a deposit. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you paid $1,454, did you not ? 

Mr. Butxock. That is what the bill says, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Right. And there was a check in that amount. 
Then there is another check to Grady Motors for $400, and there is an 
indication on the sales ticket that $400 was allowed on the 1940 Pontiac. 
Do you remember that transaction involving—— 

Mr. Butxock. I remember giving them $400. I don’t remember 
any Pontiac. As I said before, I don’t ever remember owning a Pon- 
tac. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you sell the 1946 Hudson sedan ? 

Mr. Butiocx. I don’t think it was a few days afterward. 

Mr. Bauman. That was around December 11, 1946, was it not? 

Mr. Butxock. I believe so. 

Mr. Bauman. And to whom did you sell it? 

Mr. Butrocx. Sold it to a man out at Bennings Road. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it the Bennings Heights Motors? 

Mr. Butxock. It could have been, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you sell it for? 

Mr. Bur rock. I don’t remember what it was. I don’t think I got 
what I paid for it. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, would it refresh your recollection if I were to 
tell you that you got $2,100 for it? 
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Mr. Buuiock. I would doubt that. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me read to you part of a letter from Sylvia 
Friedlander who was one of the members of the firm when they we 
in the used-car business with her brother, doing business under the 
name Bennings Heights Motors, in which, referring to this specifi 
car, she said, “The price paid for the vehicle was $2,100, paid in cas\; 
The date of purchase by us was December 11, 1946.” 

Does that refresh your recollection, sir? 

Mr. Buiiock. Not tothe amount. I don’t think it was that much, 
I don’t think I got as much as I paid for the car. That is my reco. 
lection. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do with the money that you got from 
this car? 

Mr. Buttock. That I can’t say. I don’t 

Mr. Bauman. You have no recollection at all? 

Mr. Butiock. If I give it to my wife—no, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. You say you have no recollection at all what you did 
with $2,100 in cash, or approximately that much? 

Mr. Buiiock. I probably gave it to my wife. I don’t carry that 
kind of money around with me, but I say, it is so long, I am in such q 
condition and have been so, I don’t—— 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, in the year 1946 there were five cars titled 
in your name. Were you in the business of selling cars during that 
year? 

Mr. Butxock. No, sir; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you selling these cars for a profit? 

Mr. Butxock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any profit on any of these cars? 

Mr. Buxxiock. I think not—no, sir—like I say, I think I lost money 
on that car. 

The Cramman. Will you not tell us why you were buying so many 
cars, that year? 

Mr. Butiock. I want to be fair with this committee. I bought : 
ear. I don't know which one it was, and contemplated a trip West 
and I got rid of that car. 

The Cuarrman. Was that the Chevrolet or the Dodge? 

Mr. Buitock. The Dodge was my wife’s car, Senator, one car. 

The Cuairman. How does it happen, for instance, Inspector, thiat 
on the 11th of June you bought a Chevrolet, and then on the 19th of 
the next month, according to the record, you bought from Francis & 
Parsons a 1946 Dodge? 

Mr. Butxtock. That was my wife’s car, Senator. 

‘The Cuatrman. No matter whose car it was, the title was in youl 
name. Then in October you bought another Chevrolet. 

Mr. Butxiock. That is when I come back from out West. 

The Cuarman. And 2 months later, a 1946 Hudson. What ¢ 
you do with the last Chevrolet ? 

Mr. Buttock. The last Chevrolet? I don’t remember. Where 
was that from, sir? 

The CHarrMan. From Grady Motors. 

Mr. Buttock. The Chevrolet ? J 

The CHatrmMan. No; the Chevrolet was bought from Mande 
Chevrolet. The Hudson was bought from Grady Motors. 
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Mr. Butxock. I bought one car that was—I think it was a four- 
You probably have the 


door, and I don’t remember who I sold it to. 
record. 

Mr. Bauman. If I may help in answer to that. 

The Cuatrman. Why did you buy as many as five cars between 
the 15th day of January and the 9th day of the following December. 

Mr. Butxock. That is right. Senator, like I told you, I bought 
this car, and I was going out West for 8 weeks, and got rid of it. I 
bought another car for my wife. In fact, there was two cars my wife 
had, a Ford should have been in her name, and the Dodge. 

Mr. Bauman. The 1941 Chevrolet that was traded in on the 1947 
Chevrolet on February 8, 1947; is that right? 

Mr. Butwock. Yes, that j is right. I think it is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Then you held that Chevrolet over to the beginning 
of the next year and had it on hand when you bought the Hudson on 
the 9th of December ? 

Mr. Bu.iock. Yes, sir; I bought that for an 
either got transferred or I could not locate him. 

The C HAIRMAN. Why would you buy it for an 

Mr. Buttock. Why would I? 

The Cuairman. Yes. Why did the Army officer not buy his car 
directly from the seller? Were you condue ting a car-selling business? 

Mr. Butiock. No; I knew these people, Senator, and I am telling 
the truth. My wife is in the service and sort of doing favors for 
people. 

The CHatrMan. Why did the Army officer not buy from the dealer? 
Why did he get his car through you? 

Mr. SULLOC K. The dealer—1 knew a man that worked there, and 
he was friendly with me and he probably let me have the car before 
he would the Army officer—had known him for years. 

The CuaimMan. Inspector, do you believe that is a proper use of 
police authority ? 

Mr. Buttock. This wasn’t 

The Cuarrman. At that time, it was very difficult to get cars. Vet- 
erans were clamoring for them in vain. You stated under oath that 
you had only one car transaction during the year in question. It 
now appears that you had five. 

Mr. Buttock. So far as I could, that is, so far as I could remember. 
As I told you before, when I made out this questionnaire I was in a 
mental state and physically down, and Tam still. I have been through 
a terrible ordeal. I tried to explain to you there about two other cars 
were for my wife. 

Mr. Bauman. Let us proceed—I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Butxocr. O. K. 

Mr. Bauman. I do not mean to interrupt. 

Mr. Butxiock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever lived at 433 Shepherd Street, Chevy 
Chase, Md. ? 

Mr. Butxuock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who lived at that address in July of 
1947, Inspector ? 

Mr. Butxock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man named Thomas C. Terrett ? 


Army officer. He 


Army officer ? 
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Mr. Butuock. I sure do. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever use that address? 

Mr. Buuuock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well now, when you registered this 1941 two-do 
sedan, did you not use that address? 

Mr. Buxiock. Mr. Bauman, I have talked to Mr. Terrett and he ha 


talked to me about some car like that, and we have talked for hours. 
and neither one of us can remember anything about that car. He does 


not know it. Now he says my name was signed to it, so help me God 


Shepherd Street is in Chevy Chase. 


Mr. Bauman. Now, Inspector, did you have Mr. Terrett sell that o1 


your behalf to Central Motor Sales? 


Mr. Buttock. Mr. Bauman, I have talked to Mr. Terrett, he brought 
the subject up many times, and we have talked, and I can’t remember 
that thing at all. I also talked to his brother who is in charge oi 


Central Motor s, and he can’t give me any information about it. 


Mr. Bauman. Well now, if the title is registered i in your name in 
the State of Maryland, obviously you ow ned | this car; is that correct ! 


Mr. Butiock. I don’t remember owning that car; no, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Let me read you a letter dated June 14, 1952, signed 
by W. H. Wright, president of Roma Motors Corp., which is now out 


of business, addressed to Mr. Cavalier here: 


Dear Str: Mr. Albert I. Bullock, 1020 Monroe Street NW., Washington, ID. ( 
bought a 1941 two-door sedan serial number 18-5984605 from Roma Motors, In 
on June 27, 1947, for the sum of $595 which was paid in cash or check for t 
full amount. 

Does that refresh your recollection, sir? 

Mr. Butxock. It does not. They say Monroe Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever live at—— 

Mr. Buxiiock. I lived at 1020 Monroe Street, but—— 

Mr. Bauman. I want to call to your attention, too, that on Ju 
26, 1947, a check in the amount of $625 cleared your account payal! 
to Roma Motors and the difference between $595 and $625 is the tax 
and title charge. Does that refresh your recollection, sir ? 

Does it ? 

Mr. Butxock. I can’t remember that transaction. As I said, I 
talked with Tom Terrett by the hour, and I can’t remember that. | 
tried to get it cleared in my mind. 

Mr. Bauman. Your best answer is that you have no recollection of 
that transaction; is it? 

Mr. Butiock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Although it appears from your bank account that 
$625 did clear it about the time ? 

Mr. Butxiock. I wish I could talk to that Roma Motor Co. 

Mr. Bauman. Just let me finish the question. It did appear that 
$625 was withdrawn from your account at about the time at whic!) 
Mr. Wright of Roma Motors indicates you bought such a ear from 
him; is that correct ? 

Mr. Butxock. Yes, sir. 

Mr Bouman. I will offer this letter from Mr. Wright in perence 

(The letter was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 40” and will be foun 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. Bauman. You did not report that car in your questionnaire, 
either; did you? 
two-door Mr. Butiocx. No, I don’t remember it now. 
: Mr. Bauman. Did you ever title any other car in Maryland, using 
nd he has Me the C hevy Chase address, for someone other than yourself 2 
or hours OMT. Butiock. No. 
He does Mr. Bauman. Or using any address in Maryland? 
me God Mr. Butxock. To title a car in Maryland? 
Ww where | Mr. Bauman. Yes, other than the time which vou were living there? 
Mr. Butiocx. No; my wife titled a car in Maryland. 
ll that o: Mr. Bauman. I am not asking about her. 
F Mr. Buttock. Not that I know of. 
> broucht Mr. Bauman. Well, now, in short, Inspector Bullock, the fact of the 
emember ( matter is that of the seven cars that you bought from January 1946 
harve of ME through June of 1947, a period of a year anda half, you did not report 
it. ie five of these cars: is that right ? 
name in Mr. BuLock. T didn't report five of them? I didn’t remember some 
correct! of them. And the rest of them should have been titled in my wife’s 
» name. 
9 sioned Me Mr. Bauman. Actually, there is only one that you claimed should 
aed have been titled in your wife’s name. 
Mr. Butiock. No, there were two. 
The Cuarrman. Why did your wife buy two cars in that year? 
lage ; Mr. Buttock. She traded the Ford on the Dodge, Senator. I mean, 
ag sdagere she took the better car. 
| Mr. Bauman. Would you say that failing to report five out of seven 
cars would constitute compliance with the Board of Commissioner’s 
order directing that you complete this questionnaire ? 
Mr. Buttock. I completed it to the best of my ability at that time, 
Mr. Bauman. 
on Jun 4 Mr. Bauman. Now, on February 17, 1948, you bought a Chevrolet 
payable coupe; did you not ? 
athe tax Mr. Butxiock. I think the record is there. 
| Mr. Bauman. Well, let me show you that record to refresh your 
recollection. You reported that in your questionnaire? 
Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. When did you sell that car? 
Mr. Butxock. I really don’t know. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you not the remotest recollection ? 
Mr. Butxock. Well, I think it was shortly—let’s see—shortly be- 
fore—right about the same time I bought my other car. 
sont that Mr. Bauman. When was that, sir? 
Mr. Butxock. I don’t remember the date. 
Mr. Bauman. You mean in 1947, or 1948, rather? 
aim thet Mr. Butxock. 1949; was it not? 
which Mr. Bauman. When did you buy the next car? 
ar from Mr. Butxocx. I think it was 1949. That is my best recollection. 
Mr. Bauman. Well, did you buy a 1948 Chevrolet in August of 
1948? 
vidence. Mr. Butxocx. That is probably when it was, in August, 1948; yes. 
9 found Mr. Bauman. Do you have any clear recollection as to when you 
sold that car? 


» now out 
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Mr. Butxock. I would say right at the same— 
I bought that one. I don’t remember whether I traded it in or not. 
Mr. Bauman. 





—about the same tim: 


You have a checking account at the Seat Pleasant 


Bank in Maryland; do you not, inspector # 


Mr. Buu OCK. 


Yes. 


Mr. Bauman. I call attention to question 39 of the questionnair 


page 14, and in response to that question you were asked to give in- 


formation with respect to any and all existing bank accounts in you 
own name or your wife’s name, and you listed a bank account in you 
name at the Seat Pleasant Bank in Maryland, and also a savings 
count in the name of Helen H. Bullock in the Perpetual Buildi 


Association: 


is that right? 


Mr. Buixock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. The fact of the matter is that in addition to th 
accounts which you listed there you had a savings account at the 
Metropolitan Police Credit Union and you still retain that accou 


dv you not? 


Mr. Butiock. Yes, but I did not know that included this. I see for 
the first time it says “Credit-union account” 


Mr. BauMAN. 


The question, as you see, is very clear on that. 


Mr. Butxiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Buixock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you report that police credit union? 


Mr. Buwock. 


I did not. The fact was that I did not know that 


T had any money in it. 


Mr. BauMaANn. 


Are you not aware of what bank accounts you hav 


or what a counts you have mone y in, Inspector ? 
Mr. Buiiock. I borrowed the money from it, from that credit 
union. I paid them back, and I thought that cleared the thing. 


Mr. Bauman. 


Well, now, Inspector, in question 39-B were you 


asked to give full information with respect to bank accounts whi 


you or your wife had, either in your own name or your wife’s name or 


any other name, which accounts were closed out after Janu: ary 1,19 
and you said that an account in your joint names at the Riggs National 
Bank was closed in 1951, and you further said—did you not !—*Ther 
are no other accounts to my knowledge.” Is that correct—39-B? 


Mr. Buiock. 
Mr. BacumMAN. 


That is right. 
Well, now, you had a checking account at the Secu- 


rity National Bank of Reno, Nev., in 1946—did you not ?—which you 
and on September 25, 1946, with a check in the sum of $800, dra 


on your account 


rect, sir? 


at the Seat Pleasant Bank of Maryland. Is that cor- 
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Mr. 


Mr. 
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Buttock. That refreshes my memory; yes. 
BAUMAN. = ou did not report that Reno account? 
Butuock. I did not remember that at that time. 

































Bauman. As a matter of fact, your present wife also owned a 


checking account at the Security National Bank in Reno, Nev., at 
about that same time: did she not ? 
Mr. Butiock. I would have to just say maybe she did. I am not 


sure about that. 


Mr. Bauman. Well, she opened it about September 3, 1946, just 
before you opened yours, while both of you were in Reno; and. in 


fact, on September 5, 1946, did you not draw a check on your Seat 
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Pleasant account in the amount of $100 to the order of Helen H. Hill, 
and was not that check deposited by Mrs. Hill in her account on that 
day in the Security National Bank of Reno, Nev.? 

Mr. Butiock. She may have. 

Mr. BaumMAN. Well, did she or did she not? 

Mr. Buttock. The check says so; she did. 

Mr. Bauman. You know about the fact that you had an account out 
there, and she had an account out there, when you filled in this ques- 
tionnaire; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Buniock. No; that was not in my mind at all, sir, when I filled 
out that questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, vou cashed your August 7, 1946, 
pay check at the Security National Bank at Reno, Nev., on August 
21: is that not right ? 

Mr. Butiocx. Well, I probably did. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me show you the check. I call your attention to 
your pay check of August 7, 1946, and to the endorsement of the Se- 

curity National Bank ‘of Reno, Nev., on August 21, 1946, as well as 
your own individual endorsement, indicating that that check was 
deposited in that bank. 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that. 

(The check was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 41” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Your pay check of August 22, 1946, was cashed at 
that bank on August 31, 1946; is that not right / 

Mr. Butxock. I will admit that; yes. I was there. 

Mr. Bauman. And your pay check of September 6, 1946, was cashed 
at that same bank on September 24, 1946; is that not correct, sir? 

Mr. Butxock. I do not know the dates, but it was cashed out there; 
yes, 

Mr. Bauman. In ofher words, you cashed three of your Police De- 
partment pay checks at a bank in which you and your present wife 
had accounts; is that not right ¢ 

Mr. Butxvock. I don’t know. I am not sure whether she had an 
account or not. 

Mr. Bauman. You had an account ? 

Mr. Buttock. Now I know I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew at the time you filled out the questionnaire ? 

Mr. Butxock. No, sir; I didn’t. That was far from my mind. 

Mr. Bauman. In any event, there is no mention of that account in 
that questionnaire. Is that correct, Inspector ? 

Mr. Butxiock. I guess that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know James E. Lowry? 

Mr. Butxock. I do. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known Mr. Lowry? 

Mr. Buttock. Twenty to tw enty-five years. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever occupy any premises with him at 1020 
Monroe Street NW., in Washington, D. C. ? 

Mr. Butock. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. For how long a period? 

Mr. Butrock. Approximately 2 years, I would say. I have no 

Mr. Bauman. Would that be from the fall of 1945 to August of 


1947? 


















































Mr. 


Butiock. That would be right. 
Mr. Bauman. In fact, Inspector, you were indicted with Lowry, 
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James E. Nelson, Robert G. Kirby, and others by the grand jury of 
the District of Columbia last October 
That is right. 

And you were charged—were you not /—in substance 
at that time with aiding the operation of a lottery and conspiring to 
Is that correct / 


Mr. Buiock. 
Mr. Bauman. 


operate a lottery. 


Mr. Foro. 


Mr. Butiocx. I was charged. 
And you subsequently were acquitted in January 
1952 by the direction of the court because of insuflicienc y of evidence: 


Mr. BauMan. 
is that correct ? 
Mr. BuLuock. 
Mr. BuLuock. 
Mr. BuLiock. 


Mr. BuLiock. 


a eee ise 
rhat is right. 

Mr. Bauman. When, for the first time, did you ever have a financial 
transaction with James E. 


Le wry ¢ 


Financial transaction ? 
Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 
Well, I don’t know. 


Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had any ? 


1 paid him rent and things like that. I don’t know, 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had any financial transactions with 


James E. Lowry? 
You’d have to tell me what kind. 
Mr. Bauman. Oh, no; I do not propose to tell you, sir. I want you 


Mr. BuLuock. 


to tell me. 


Mr. BuLLock. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. BuLLocK. 
Mr. BauMan. 
Mr. BuLuLock. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. BuuLuock. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. BuLiock. 


Mr. BauMAN. 


did he? 


Mr. BuLuock. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
yu are now testifying sent to you? 
Mr. BuLiock. 
Mr. BauMaAn. 
Mr. Buiiock. 
Mr. BaumMaAN. 
Mr. Butiock. Well, this is very personal. 


Vv 


- 


~ 


Do not try to figure out the technical. 


Yes; I paid him rent and all. 

Did he ever send you any money ¢ 
Yes; he sent me some money. 

Did he ever give you any money ? 
No; he never gave me any money. 
Where did he send you money ? 


Reno. 


How much did he send you? 


I don’t know. I think $300, or may have been $500. 
I don’t remember the amount. 
Mr. Bauman. Did Lowry send you those three pay checks which 
you deposited in the Security National Bank? 
Mr. Butuock. Yes, sir. 
Lowry had authority to pick up your pay checks; 


Yes, sir. 


And i in what form was this § 


300 or $500 about which 


I think it was a money order. 
Or several money orders; is 
Yes; huh-huh. 

And what were those money orders for ? 


should have to bring my personal life out. 
divorce, and it looked like it was going to cost me more money than 


I anticipated. 


Mr. BauMAN. 
BULLOCK. 


Mr. 





Yes? 


That is it; 


that correct ? 


I do not know why I 
I was out there to get a 


that is the answer. 
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Mr. Bauman. What was the money for?) What was Lowry sending 
you money for, sir? 

Mr. Bunxiock. 'To pay for the divorce out there. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that his money ? 

Mr. Buttock. No; I borrowed it from him. 

Mr. Bauman.. You borrowed it from him ? 

Mr. Buttock. Well, he sent it to me. I gave it back to him. I did 
not use it. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do with the money ? 

Mr. Butiock. I cashed them. 

Mr. Bauman. The money orders? 

Mr. Buttock. Cashed them there. 

Mr. Bauman. Where, out there or here? 

Mr. Butxock. Out there. 

Mr. Bauman. And do you remember the amount you cashed 4 

Mr. Buttock. No; I don’t. 

Mr. BauMAN. How did you repay Lowry ? 

Mr. Butxrock. I repaid him the mone y I got from the money orders. 

Mr. Bauman. You did not endorse the mone y orders over to Lowry 


and let him cash them; did you? 


Mr. Butawcx. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Bauman. You cashed them yourself, and you say you gave him 
the money ¢ 

Mr. Butxock. That is my recollection that I cashed them. 

Mr. Bauman. On how many other occasions has Lowry given you 


money or loaned you money ¢ 


Mr. Butirock. No other occasions. 

Mr. Bauman. That is the only one? 

Mr. Butxock. That is the only one I know of. 

Mr. Bauman. You have a pretty clear recollection of that incident ; 
do you not, Inspector ? 

Mr. Butxock. Which incident do you mean? 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the money orders that Lowry 
Sent you. 

Mr. Buttock. Fairly well; not too clear. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you return the actual cash that you gave 
to Lowry on this thing ? 

Mr. Buttock. Where? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Butxock. Oh, I don’t remember that, whether it was home or 
whether it was at work or—— 

Mr. Bauman. Now, as a matter of fact, Inspector, you did not cash 
those money orders at all; you deposited them in your account in the 


Seat Pleasant Bank on October 2, 1946. Is that correct ? 


Mr. Butiock. That isn’t my recollection. 

fr. Bauman. I now show you a deposit ticket dated October 2, 

Bank, and ask you if $400 in 

money orders was deposited in that account? 

Mr. Butzock. Yes; that is right, but I thought it was the other 
way. I am trying 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give Lowry any money in addition to the 
$400 that was deposited i in your account ? 

Mr. Buttock. No, sir. There was no reason for me to give him 


any more money than that. 








- 
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Mr. Bauman. You just got through telling us that you cash) 
these money orders. 

Mr. Buitiock. I thought I did cash them out there, but I see now— 

Mr. Bauman. You were very clear and lucid when you were talk. 
ing about cashing these money orders. Did you give Lowry any 
cash other than these $400? 

Mr. Butxock. I haven’t any recollection of giving Lowry any more 
money wp that. I don’t remember giving him any more. I don‘, 
unless, as I say, it was for rent or something like that. 

Mr. B. \UMAN. I am not talking about that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(There. was discussion off the record. ) 

The CuHairMan. Were they brought back here by you? 

Mr. Buttock. Senater, as I—— 

The Cuarrman. And deposited to your credit in Washington / 

Mr. Butcock. Senaior, I explained 

The Cuamman. You said a minute ago that you cashed them ther 

Mr. Butiock. That was my impression at that time. As I sai be 
fore, I thought it was going to cost me more money than I cont 
plated. I got him to send that money. 

The Cuatrman. You say you gave the money that you received 
these money orders back to the man who sent it to you? 

Mr. Buiiock. Yes, sir. I paid him back. 

Mr. Bauman. There is no check that appears in your checking 
account, Inspector Bullock, to Lowry for $400. 

Mr. Buiwock. Well, I paid him, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, sir, there is no check drawn to cash at or about 
this time drawn on your bank account in the amount of $400. 

Mr. Butxock. Well, that doesn’t 

Mr. Bauman. Would you just have had $400 jingling aroun Ps 
your jeans, so that you would be in position to take it out of 
pocket and pay it to him in cash after a trip to Reno, Nev.; would 
you, sir? 

Mr. Buttiock. I said before that I did not remember whether I paid 
him by check or cash. That has got to stand. I don’t remember it 
But Jim Lowry, there is no reason for him to give me $400. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, the $400 worth of money orders, Inspector 
were deposited in your account, and there is no check drawn on your r 
account either to Lowry or to cash in that amount near that time. If. 
as you say, you did return the money to Lowry you must have returned 
it to him in cash. And where did you get the $400? 

Mr. Butiock. I might have given him a pay check. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. We have every one of your pay checks. We have 
checked every one of your pay checks, and not one of them was et: 
dorsed by Mr. Lowry. And there is no indication that any one of your 
pay checks went to Lowry. 

Mr. Butiocx. As I told you before, Mr. Bauman, there is no other 
way of explaining it. I don’t know whether I paid him check or cas! 

Mr. Bauman. Well now, as a matter of fact on the very same ( - 
that you deposited these money orders into your bank account, 
that same deposit slip, you deposited $350 in cash. 

Mr. Buttock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get that $350 in cash ? 
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Mr. Butiock. Mr. Bauman, I have been in the police force for 3 


B years. 


Mr. Bauman. Yes. 
Mr. Butzock. And I accumulated a lot of money just gradually. 


‘T could have $350. 


Mr. Baum: iw. Well, you never accumulated a very good deal of 
money, Inspector, because you said this morning that to the best of 


F your rec ‘ollection the most you had on hand at the beginning of any 


one vear was around $50. 

Mr. Butiock. At any one year ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, around January Ist of any one year. 

Mr. Butrock. I don't remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let me show it to you. 

Mr. Buttock. Well, that was a mistake, because 
what I had on hand the beginning of any one year. 

Mr. Bauman. You did not feel it was a mistake when I asked you 
about it this morning. Is your answer based upon the fact that you 
now have $400 to account for and that is the best explanation you 

can give for it? 

Mr. Buiock. 
January 1. 

Mr. Bauman. I understand that. I want to offer 

(The document was marked “Bullock Exhibit 42.” 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. BauMan. Now, on how many other 
money in any form, cash, checks, money 


I don’t know 


This is October. 


This does not say anything about 


this in evidence. 
and will be found 


occasions did you receive 
orders, and so forth. from 


> James E. Lowry ? 


Mr. Buttock. Don’t remember ever. 

Mr. Batman. You married Mrs. Bullock on 
Elizabeth City, N. C., is that correct ? 

Mr. Butriocx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it not the fact, Inspector Bullock, that on March 
26, 1951, a checking account was opened in the Pentagon Branch of the 


August 6, 1949, in 


First Merchants National Bank in the name of Helen H. Hill. your 


present wife? 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you not know that this bank account was closed 
last November 13, exactly 4 days after Major Barrett lost his court 
fight against answering this questionnaire ? 

“Mr. Buttock. No, sir. November—what date was that? 

Mr. Bauman. The account was closed last November 13, sir. 

Mr. Butzock. I don’t know anything about that account. If my 
wife—Why do you try to connect that with Major Barrett ? 

Mr. Bauman. I am not trying to connect your wife with Major 
Barrett at all, but I am concer ned about the source of your funds, 


sir, and I am also concer ned about the fact that you did not report 
| the existence of this account in the questionnaire, 


Mr. Butiock. I don’t know nothing about it. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, your pay check of August 3, 
Jol was deposited, was presented at that bank on August 13, and 
$200 of it was deposited in this account. Did you know that? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t know where she de posited it. 

Mr. Bauman. Who pays the bills on your various charge accounts, 


Inspector Bullock ? 
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CI 
Mr. Buttock. Well, as a rule she pays the charge accounts. I pa a 
the rent and things like that. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you know that in August of 1951 your wif Mr. 
lrew a check on that account to pay your bill at Saltz Bros. ? Ra 
Mr. Buttock. No, I don’t. Offutt, 
Mr. Bauman. Inspector Bullock, your present wife had an addi. & Mr. 
tional checking account at the City Bank in Washington, D. C., js Mr. 
that not correct ? , right* 
Mr. Buiwock. I think so. oe , 
Mr. Bauman. That was opened September 27, 1948, and closed oy k | 
February 4, 1949. = ot) 
Mr. Butxock. I don’t know when it was opened and when it was Mr 
closed. ’ oe 
Mr. Bauman. She had such an account; is that correct ? pe Fon 
Mr. Butxock. I think she did. I am not sure. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Well, that account was not closed until March 7, 1950, 5 a 
8 months after you married Mrs. Bullock. You knew about that, did ee 
you not! ” Mr | 
Mr. Buttock. No; I did not know about that. M . 
Mr. Bauman. Your best answer is “I think so”; is that correct? le 
Mr. Butxock. I think she had an account in the City Bank. | a 
know she did business there. ss 4 
Mr. Bauman. Did you know that your pay check of September /, pany 


1949 was deposited in that account ? ia a 
Mr. Butiock. No; I don’t. of Bet 
Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact? 


Mr. Butiock. I don’t know where she deposited it. on 
Mr. Bauman. The fact of the matter is, is it not, that you endorsed << 
that pay check yourself, “Albert I. Bullock, for deposit only to the Ba. k 
account of Helen H. Hill”; is that not correct? "aa 
Mr. Butiock. Right—that is right, but I didn’t know what bank— Mr 
I don’t know now what bank. If you say it was that bank, why, it Mr 
was that bank. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. You just said you thought she had an account? hide t! 
Mr. Buivock. I know she did business there. MN 7 
Mr. Bauman. All right. agen 
At the time you filled out that questionnaire did you make any oe 
effort to find out whether such an account existed. ? ee wy 
Mr. Butrock. It didn’t exist, did it! » ir 
Mr. Bauman. You just said, Inspector, that you thought she had Mr 
an account there: right ? saad 
Mr. Butiock. I knew she did business there, yes. Banke 
Mr. Bauman. All right. “Mp 
There is no question that she had an account at that bank, is there! been 
Mr. Butiock. Do I have to go into my wife’s affairs here? : Mr 
Mr. Bauman. Sir, I am merely trying to find out why you did not cee 
answer this questionnaire completely. thee a 
Mr. Butrock. I didn’t know at that time, no, sir. 7 ‘e 
Mr. Bauman. At what time? he 
Mr. Buiiock. When I made out this questionnaire. There was Mr 
nothing to hide there, I am sure. Mr 
Mr. Bauman. Did not your present wife have a checking account Mr 
at the Bank of Bethesda, Md., in 1948 and 1949? of Hi 


Mr. Buutiock. I don’t know. I married her in 1949, but—— 


Mr 





an. it was 


h 7, 1950, 
that. did 


rect / 
Bank. | 


tember 7 


endors | 
ly to the 


t bank— 
, why, it 


int ¢ 


ake any 


she h id 


is there? 


i did not 


here was 


r accoult 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 72] 


Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man named Dorsey Offutt ? 

Mr. BuLiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And during 1949 you received money from Mr. 
Offutt, did you not? 

Mr. Butxock. I received some money from him, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. That was a check in the amount of $216.90; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t remember the exact amount. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let me show you a photostatic copy of that 
check, and see whether that refreshes your recollection. ’ 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You endorsed that one, “Captain Albert I. Bullock, 
for deposit account of Helen H. Hill”; is that not right ? 

Mr. Buttock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, that account at the Bank - 
Bethesda was the only account your present wife had open on May 9, 
1949; is that not right ? 2 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you knew she had an account at the Bank of 
Bethesda, did you not? 

Mr. Buttock. No, sir. I did not know where her bank account 
was there then. We were not even married then. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, you knew perfectly well about 
this account because you made deposits into this account at the Bank 
of Bethesda in the name of vour present wife; is that not right? 

Mr. Buttock. Mr. Bauman, I will take that back, what I have said 
before. Yes, she did have an account at the Bethesda Bank. Now 
that you refreshed my mind, yes, she had an account at the Bethesda 
Bank. 

Mr. BaumAN. You did not see fit to include that—— 

Mr. Butiock. I didn’t remember. 

Mr. Bauman (continuing). In your questionnaire? 

Mr. Butiock. At the time. As I said before, there was nothing to 
hide there. ITasked her where she had accounts. 

Mr. Bauman. Whether there was anything to hide, Inspector, it 
seems to me is a matter of opinion. The simple fact that I am trying 
tomake now, that you did not enumerate these accounts on the ques- 
tionnaire; is that correct ? 

Mr. Butuock. I did not because I did not know them at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, Inspector Bullock, on August 4, 1948, you 
deposited a thousand dollars in cash into your wife’s acount at the 
Bank of Bethesda, did you not? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes. That is what reminds me. That is when I 
borrowed that money, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Bauman. No; this was not at all when you borrowed that 
money, Inspector. There was no loan at that time. We will come to 
the question of where that cash came from right now. Before I get to 
t, though, let me ask you, is that your handwriting? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you deposit a thousand dollars into the-—— 

Mr. Buttock. That is right. 

Mr. BauMAN (continuing). In the Bank of Bethesda, in the account 
of Hellen H. Hill? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, that is it. 
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Mr. Bauman. On August 4, 1948, did you, sir? 
Mr. Buiiock. That is right. 
Mr. Bauman. And do you mean to say that when you were filling 

out this questionnaire you forgot about an account in which you your. 

self had deposited a thousand ‘dollars in cash? 

Mr. Buiiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get that thousand dollars from? 

Mr. Butiockx. Wasn’t that the date of the time that I borrowed 
from the Hamilton Bank ? 

Mr. Bauman. No, it was not. That was in March, Inspector, and] 
might say that that thousand dollars was gotten in March of that year, 
and that was the 90-day loan which you repaid within 90 days. This 
has nothing to do with that loan from that bank. 

Where did you get the thousand dollars that you deposited in your 
wife’s account on August 4? 

Mr. Buiwock. She probably gave it to me. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you not remember, Inspector ? 

Mr. Butxocx. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Whether your wife gave you a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Buiiock. It was my impression. 

Mr. Bauman. To deposit on account? 

Mr. Buttock. It was my impression that I got it at that time. My 
wife, and I, we were giving money back to each other, and that is prob- 
ably her money that T deposited. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether that is your money or he: 
money ¢ 

Mr. BuLLock. 

Mr. Bauman. 




































































































































































It is hers, so far as I know. 
You are pretty sure of that now, are you not ? 
Mr. Butiock. So far as I know. 

Mr. Bauman. A minute ago, before you knew the date of that loan 
from the Hamilton National “Bi ank, you thought it was money you ha 
borrowed, did you not ? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Bu.iock. That is, I thought it was at the same time, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. But now that you know it is not at that time, you 
think your wife gave it to you; is that right ? 

Mr. Buiocx. “’ es, that is right; yes. 

The CuHamman. Just a moment. Did not Mrs. Bullock testify this 
morning that she had no private business and had no income except 
that which she could recall she received from the Government for her 
salary ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct. 

The CHairman. How was this thousand dollars obtained. 

Mr. Buttock. She has been a high officer in the forces for years, 
Senator. 

The Cuarrman. What did you say? 

Mr. Biuman. A high officer in the service. 

Mr. Buttock. She was a lieutenant colonel in the WAAF. 

The CHarrman. She was paid by Government check for her service 
there, was she not? 

Mr. Buiiock. Yes. 

The CuHarrman. I think those checks were accounted for this 
morning. 
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Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, may I make a suggestion, and it is no way 


‘of suggesting anything to him, I believe when she testified and she 
‘was asked the question about income, she considered income meaning 


from any other job than the one she had, because she shows in the 
record where she had income from the sale of real estate. that is to 
say not income, but in the sense of money she made by selling real 


‘estate. So that when she is speaking of income she meant not income 
‘that she got from the sale of things, but rather income from her job 


or employment other than what was in the service. 

Mr. BauMAN. So that the record is absolutely clean on this, we are 
familiar with that real-estate transaction. And not only did she not 
make any money on that real-estate transaction, she lost money on the 


‘real-estate transaction. 


Mr. Forp. I think the check I am talking about is $4,900 that she 
got for her equity in property, that would make her possess $4,900 in 
cash. 

Mr. Bauman. That was in October of 1949, well over a vear after 


‘this thousand dollars we are talking about now. And I might say 


that the chairman is quite correct when he indicated that the com- 
mittee’s records show that every one of Mrs. Bullock’s Army pay 


checks were accounted for—every single one—and at no time, based 


on her checking account—not at this time, let me say—based on her 


‘checking account was she in possession of a thousand dollars in cash 


or in position to draw a thousand dollars in cash. 

Now, Inspector, where did that thousand dollars come from ? 

Mr. Butiock. So far as I know, it came from my wife. How can 
you sit there and say she had no way of getting a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Bauman. Where did she get a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Butrock. I don’t know where. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give it to her? 

Mr. Butnock. No, sir. As I can recollect now, gave me the thou- 
sand dollars. She has people, she has. 

Mr. Bauman. She was asked whether she borrowed any money, 
inspector, and she said “No.” 

Mr. Buttock. My best recollection, I got that money from her, Mr. 
Bauman. I don’t like to get cross about things. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on this same day that you claim that your wife 
gave you a thousand dollars in cash to deposit in her account, your 
wife paid $850 off in cash to the Federal credit union. Did you give 
her that $850 in cash ? 

Mr. Butiock. I know nothing about that. 

The Cuarrman. Inspector, will you explain from where came all 
this money you and your wife were iaatiiiae at this time? 

Mr. Butnock. Well, Senator—— 

The Cuarmman. You deposited a thousand dollars in cash to your 


wife’s credit in a Maryland bank but failed to show that transaction 


in your questionnaire. On the very day that you did this, your wife 
paid $850 in cash to the Federal credit union. How did you and your 
wife get this cash ? 

It does seem to me that you ought to be able to make some explana- 
tion as to the source of these large sums of cash because they appar- 


/ently far exceed your combined salaries. 


Mr. Buttock. Are you through? 
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The CuarrMan. For the time being, yes. 

Mr. Butxock. Well, Senator, the way I understand it now, tha 
her bank account was sort of a thing putting in and drawing out. 
Now, my wife made approximately $7,000 a year, and my salary y ra 
nearly $6,000. But that bank account, where the $10,000 come in, th 
way I understand that, that was deposits, but she was drawing ov 
all of the time. It wasn’t 

Mr. Bauman. That is incorrect. The statement was made this 
morning, and our records will show in the subcommittee’s files, t 
money was going in but it was not being drawn out in cé ash. It was 
being paid out to specialty shops, to the department stores, to am 
lion and one other things. There was one period in which a tot 
of four checks were drawn to cash in the total amount of $200, a 
there is no basis in her checking account anywhere for the fact tha 
she would have had a thousand dollars available to give Inspecto 
Bullock at that time. 

You knew she had an account over there, did you not, Inspecto: 
Bullock, over at the First and Merchants National Bank of Richmond 
the Pentagon branch ? 

Mr. Butxiock. I think she did, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. One of the reasons you knew it is that four succes. 
sive pay checks of yours in January, February, and March of 14 
were endorsed by you and deposited in your wife’s bank account ove: 
there at the Pentagon; is that not right? 

Mr. Butiock. I endorsed them ? 

Mr. BauMaANn. Sure. 

Mr. Butxock. I gave her checks time after time. 

Mr. Bauman. And the first three See pay checks, which wer 
dated January 22, February 6, and February 20th, were all deposit 
on one day, F ieheaty 24, 1958, were they not ? 

Mr. Butxiock. I don’t know that. I don’t know when she ée- 
posited them. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let me show you the deposit slip, Bullock Ey- 
hibit 26, showing the deposit of three checks, together with the thre 
checks themselves, bearing the bank endorsement, indicating that 
they were all deposited on or about February 25. 

Mr. Butxock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Your wife bought a house at 7903 Canterbury Driv: 
Bethesda, on April 5, 1948, did she not? 

Mr. Butxock. I guess that it the date; yes sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And the terms of the purchase were that she was t 
pay $500 down and $4,980.25 by check at the closing; is that right! 

Mr. Buttock. I didn’t know the terms of the deal. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you knew about February 23, that your " I 
had put down a deposit of $500 on that house in the form of a che 
on her account, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Buiiock. I knew she put a deposit on it. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew that she did not have enough money in het 
bank account at the Pentagon branch in the First and Merchants N 
tional Bank of Richmond to cover this check because, as a matter 0! 
fact, those first three pay checks of yours to which I have just referre: 
were all deposited in your wife’s bank account to cover that down pay: 
ment on the house; is that not right ? 

Mr. Buuiock. It may have been. 
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Mr. Bauman. Well, does it refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t remember that that was to cover her check. 

Mr. BaumAN. Was it as part of the deposit on the house ? 

Mr. Butxock. It probably was. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you in the constant habit of giving your wife 
your pay checks before you were married ? 

Mr. Butxock. I would give her anything I had. 

Mr. Bauman. Cash ? 

Mr. Butiock. Anything. 

Mr. Bauman. Checks? 

Mr. Buttock. Anything. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew she was buying the house at that time, did 
you not, Inspector ¢ 
" Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, in March of 1948 when the time 


‘to close the title rolled around, she did not have enough mone y to make 


the final payment and it was necessary for you to give her $2,000 in a 
check, was it not? 

Mr. Butiock. I think that was the amount. 

Mr. Bauman. And she deposited that in her account to cover the 
payment on closing of title; correct ? 

Mr, Butrock. I think so. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, Inspector 

Mr. Buttock. Listen, Mr. Bauman, we have pooled our money for 
so long, I don’t know whether she gave me part of that $2,000 or not. 

Mr. Bauman. Whether she gave you $2,000? 

Mr. BuiiocK. No, part of that that I made the check out for. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any recollection of that having been so? 

Mr. Buttock. No. She gave me money and I gave her money. 

The Cuarrman. You have just stated that you and your wife for so 
long a time pooled your money together that you had forgotten about 
that. Do you have any idea when you and Mrs. Bullock did begin to 
pool your money? Was it a considerable time before you married 
her ¢ 


Mr. Butiock. I think it was back in 1946. TI mean, if I had any 
If she had any, I could 
have it. I could have hers. I was under the impression I said before 
whatever I had she could have. 


The CHatrman. You did have reciprocal access to each other’s 


}money from 1946 or before that time, to the present 4 


Mr. Buniock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. To sum this up, there was one checking account and 
one savings account, both in your name, information of which you 
failed to reveal in your questionn: ure, and there were - ahenttn 
‘ounts in your present wife’s name which were in existence 


@ ac- 


= 


from 


P January 1945 to the present time, which you failed to report in the 


questionnaire. Is that not correct ? 
Mr. Butnock. Yes, but I don’t think I am responsible 
Mr. Bauman. The question asked you very specific ly is: Any 
accounts in your name, your wife’s name or any other name during 
this period, and you did not report those accounts in the question- 
naire; is that correct ? 


for her. 


94273—52—pt. 2——21 
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Mr. Butiock. At that time I didn’t know about them. As [ say. 
I didn’t have any recollection of them. I put down here just wha 
was in my mind. 

Mr. Bauman. You certainly did not work very hard at filling it 
out. You knew the thing was waiting for you for 6 weeks. 

Mr. Butock. I couldn't work hard, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Me Bullock—— 

Mr. Butiock. I.can’t work hard. 

Mr. Bauman. May I suggest this to you: You know perfectly wel] 
as was done in Major Barrett’s case and in the cases of large numbers 
of police officers, any police officer who wanted an extension of tine 
in which to procure the records to complete this questionnaire satis. 
factorily, they received one. Is that not correct ? 

Mr. Butxock. Mr. Bauman, do you realize 

Mr. Bauman. You cannot name me one person who implored this 
subcommittee for an extension of time and did not get it; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Bu.txock. I don’t know. I mean, I was not—— 

Mr. Bauman. You never 

Mr. Buixiock (continuing). In contact with—— 

Mr. Bauman. You never even asked for one, did you, Inspector— 
did you ask for an extension to get the records to enable you to fil 
this thing out properly? Did you ask for an extension ? 

Mr. Butiock. No, sir. As I said, I was a sick man and still a sick 
man, and at that time when I filled this out I was not totally restored 
to duty. Do you realize that, Mr. Bauman ? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, it would seem 

Mr. Buiiock. I was up in a cloud. Tentatively restored to duty. 

Mr. Bauman. You were on annual leave; you were not on sick 
leave? 

Mr. Buixock. I was getting paid for the leave that I accumulated 
J haven’t drawn a pay check for working since October 22. 

Mr. Bauman. I say, were you on annual leave, not on sick leave! 

Mr. Butiock. On leave that I had accumulated. 

Mr. Bauman. Right. 

Mr. Bu LLock. Yes; leave that I accumulated. 

Mr. Bauman. So that you had all of that time then, since you were 
not working, to devote to filling this questionnaire out once you a: 
cepted it, did you not? 

Mr. Butiock. Just worrying and doing—I mean, just being in 
cloud. That is as I told you this morning. I have been dealt wi 
so unfairly. Iwas not in a position to fill it out; not in a position now 
to answer it. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, Inspector, on July 7, 1947, your wife de- 
posited in her bank account, the First and Merchants National Bank 
of Richmond, Pentagon branch, $300 in cash. On July 15, she de- 
posited $100 in cash, the same year. On July 28, 1947, she deposited 
$700 in cash. Did you give her that money? } 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t know about those deposits, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give her that money? 

Mr. Butxock I don’t know about that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you not know whether you gave your wife, during 
the month of Jucy 1947. $1.100 in eash 2 

Mr. Butxock. I doubt that very much 
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Mr. Bauman. Do you know ? 

Mr. Buttock. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, with regard to August 1947, on the 6th of 
the month, your wife deposited $400 i in cash and on the 13th of August 
1947, your wife deposited $600 in cash. On the 15th of August 1947 
she deposited $ $25 in cash. And on the 20th, a total of $50 in cash, 
which, during the month of August, totaled over and above her Army 
salary $1,075 in cash, in the month "immediate ly following the one in 
which she deposited $1,100 in cash. Did you give her any of that 
cash in August ? 

Mr. Butiock. I probably gave her some of it, but I don’t 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give her $1,075 worth in cash in August of 
1947 % 

Mr. Butxock. 1947? 

Mr. BauMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t remember giving her any kind of cash like 
that in 1947; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give her—might you have given her that 
amount in cash? 

Mr. Butxock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did’ you give her a thousand dollars in any one month 
at any one time? 

Mr. Butiocx. Give her a thousand dollars in cash? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Butrock. At any time? I don’t remember ever giving her a 
thousand dollars in cash. 

The CuHatrman. Do you think you could have given her as much 
as a thousand dollars in 1 month without reme smbering it ? 

Mr. Buxiock. No, sir, I don’t. These figures are—! say it must 
have been some kind of deposit and withdraw, is all I can see. 

Mr. Bauman. There was no deposit and withdrawal, Inspector. 
The simple—— 

Mr. Butrock. Where has all this money gone ? 

The CHamman. We are more interested to know from where it 
came ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Where has it gone? 

Mr. Butxock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. It went to pay your wife’s bills in various depart- 
ment stores and specialty shops, and they were considerable. 

Mr. Butiock. Did they amount to that much? 

Mr. Bauman. And a good deal of this money went to purchase 

at lot in Ravenwood. 

‘th 2 months, Inspector, } your wife in 1947, your wife deposited in 
her bank account $2,175 in cash over and above her Army pay, with 
every other source of income accounted for, including the sale of real 
estate and lots, gifts, bequests, and everything else. Did you give your 
wife $2,100 in this 2 months’ period in 1947? 

Mr. Foro. Mr. Chairman, I submit that has been answered twice. 

Mr. Bauman. How much did you give to her in that-—— 

Mr. Butiock. I do not know what I give to her. I know it was no 
sum like that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give some of it to her? 

Mr. Butiock. I probably did. 
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Mr. Bauman. How much would you say you gave to her in July 
and August of 1947? 


Mr: Butxock. I can’t recollect. My golly, thousands of dollars, 


Mr. Bauman. These thousands of dollars that I am talking about 


are from the bank records, as I am sure your attorney has observed, 
Mr. Forp. That is right. Hers, though. 
Mr. Bauman. That is correct. 


Now, in September of 1947, Inspector, on September 16, your wife 


deposited $50 in cash, and the very next dj iy, on the 17th, she ‘deposited 
$200 incash. Did you give her that $250 in cash ? 

Mr. Butxock. Not to the best of my recollection. I can’t remen- 
ber that. 

Mr. Bauman. You do not know whether you did or not; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Butxock. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact, Inspector, that on Octoly 
24, 1947, your wife deposited $170 in cash? 

Mr. Butrock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And in 1 week later, on October 31, 1947, $350 in 
cash ? 

Mr. Butvock. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. A total during the month of October of $520 in 
cash—did you know that? 

Mr. ButiocKk. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give her any part of that money ? 

Mr. Buttock. May have given her some of it. 

Mr. Bauman. How much would you say you gave her? 

Mr. Buttock. I wouldn’t try to guess. 

Mr. Bauman. You do not remember ? 

Mr. Butiock. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the best answer you can give, sir? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. In 1947. 

Mr. Bauman. On December 23, 1947, Inspector, 2 days before 
Christmas of that year, your wife deposited $200 in cash. Did you 
give that cash to her? 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t remember having. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, on January 9, 1948, your wife deposited 
$100 in that account, and on March 9 she deposited $50 in rs 
count, both in cash. And on March 25, 1948, she deposited in 
bank account at the Pentagon a thousand dollars in cash. This ie 
the same thousand dollars we were talking about before. Thi 
another thousand dollars. 

Mr. Butiock. What date is that? 

Mr. Bauman. March 25, 1948. 

Mr. Butiock. I have no recollection of that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give her any of those sums of money? 

Mr. Butiocx. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In short, Inspector, the sum of the figures I hn 
read to you with respect to moneys deposited by your present wi 
from July 7, 1947 through March 25, 1948, a period of less than ! 
months, adds up to $4,295 in cash which your wife deposited | 
her account, aside from any other source of income. 

The Cuamman. In addition to her salary checks? 

Mr. Bauman. In addition to her salary checks. 
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Mr. Butxock. I can’t figure that out. 

The CuamrMan. Have you any idea where that money came from? 

Mr. Butxocx. No, sir. Senator, as I say, I think that the only 
thing I can think is some bank manipulation where she putting in and 
taking out. 

Mr. Bauman. There were no bank manipulations. There was put- 
ting in, but no taking out. 

Mr. Butiock. When was it taken out, Mr. Bauman ? 

Mr. Bauman. If you would like to see the tr: unscript of your ac- 
count. 1 have no objection to showing it to vou, to be per fec tly frank 
about it. 

Did any part of that roughly $4,300, $4,295 to be exact, come from 
you { 

* Mr. Butxock. Probably some of it did, but I don’t remember how 
much. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the money to give her the cash? 

Mr. Buttock. Well, I was working. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. I might say, Inspector, that we made the same 
sort of summary of your pay checks as we have with Mrs. Bullock’s, 
and your pay checks were not available for cash for this particular 
purpose, as we can tell. 

Mr. Butxock. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Bauman. You had other sources for your money in order to 
live, Inspector Bullock. During the year 1946 did you give your 
present wife any money for her to de ‘posit in some bank account of 
hers? 

Mr. Butiocr. I don’t remember anything in 1946. 

Mr. Bauman. There is a deposit of $100 in her account in cash, 
on November 26, 1946. Did you on January 3, 1947, iii your present 
wife about $870 in cash ? 

Mr. Butirock. January what? 

Mr. Bauman. Third, 1947. 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t remember that, either. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you gave your present wife two money orders 
on January 3, 1947, in addition to that $870, totaling $250; is that 
not correct ? 

Mr. Buttock. I may have given her the money orders, Mr. Bauman, 
but not in addition to that other «mount. 

Mr. Bauman. You say you do not remember whether you gave her 
the S870 or not? 

Mr. Buttock. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Bauman. Whose money orders were those ? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t remember the money orders. You have the 
money orders, I guess. I don't. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking you the question, Mr. Bullock. 

Mr. Butzock. You refresh my memory about them. I don’t re- 
member them. 

Mr. Bauman. I am sure I have refreshed your memory on many 
scores, but who gave you the $250 in money orders which were de- 
posited in your wife’s account on January 3, 1947 ? 

Mr. Buttock. If you have them there, why are you asking me, when 
Isay I don’t remember ? 


























































































































































































































































































































I am asking you the questions. 
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Mr. Bauman. I do not propose to get into a discussion of this kind, 
You say, if you do not remeniber 


say you do not remember. 
Mr. Buiiock. I don’t remember. 


Mr. Bauman. 


Are you aware of the fact, 






as the chairman has 


indicated to you, laisiias tor, that from March 1946 through August 
1948, a period of less than 21%4 years, your wife made unexplai ned 
deposits in her bank accounts in cash of $9,915? 


Mr. Butxocx. I don’t know that she did that. 
Mr. Bauman. 


tional Bank. 


Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. BuiuocK. 
Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. Butuock. 
Mr. BaAumMAN. 
ant Bank, Insp 
Mr. Butuock. 
Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. Buiiock. 
Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. BuLiock. 
Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. Buiyiock. 
ever made out 


How much of this money did you give her? 
Mr. Butxock. I couldn't say. 
Mr. Bauman. Inspector Bullock, do you have any other checking 

accounts in your own name or any other name other than the ones 

you have had at Seat Pleasant Bank in Maryland and the Securit 

National Bank of Reno. Nev. ? 
Mr. Butiock. So far as I know, we had one there at the Riggs No. 


Which branch ? 


Eighteenth and Columbia Road, I think. 


You reported that: correct ? 
Not that I know of. 


Any others? 


Do you have your canceled checks for the Seat Pleas. 


ector ¢ 


No, I don’t. 


Where are your stub books on that bank now? 


I haven’t got those, either. 
Where are they, sir? 
I threw them away. 


When did you throw them away? 
I don’t remember. In fact, Mr. Bauman, I hardly 


a stub. 


Mr. Bauman. Did you not keep your canceled checks, either? 
Mr. Butiock. No, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. BuLuiock. 


there. 


Mr. BauMAN. 


Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. Bu.iock. 
and I would go 


What did you do with them? 


I throwed them away. They have a copy of them 
) a P} 


Some banks do and some banks do not, Inspector. 
Did you not want your canceled checks as receipts? 

Mr. Butxocx. No, sir. 
Why would you throw them away? 
I think they send them to you about every 3 months, 


wastepaper basket. 
Mr. Bauman. You say you did not keep any stub book records at 


all? 


Mr. Buiuocr. 
Mr. Bauman. 


the bank? 


Mr. Butuock. 
Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. Butiock. 


Sometimes, but hardly ever. 


over them, and tear them up, and throw them in the 


How did you know how much money you had in 


Well, when the bank statement come. 
That was once in 3 months, Inspector? 


That is right; yes. 


Mr. Bauman. Do you mean to say that for 
something under 3 months, you would not know how much money 


you had in the bank? 


a 3 months’ period, or 
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Mr. Butxock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it your contention that it was your constant prac- 
tice to throw away your returned vouchers as soon as you got them? 

Mr. Butxock. I checked them over, yes, sir, and threw them away. 

Mr. Bauman. You would check over against what, sir? 

Mr. Butiock. Against the bills I paid or what I thought I made 
checks out for. 

Mr. Bauman. You could not check them over against the stub book, 
could you ¢ 

Mr. Butxock. No, I didn’t keep the stub book. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you deliberately destroy these checks, Inspector ? 

Mr. Butxiock. I threw them right in the wastebasket right back of 
the desk. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you destroy them at any time so that they would 
not be available to this committee ? 

Mr. Butiock. No, sir, because I knew that the committee could get 
my checks. They have a sign up at the bank that they have films of 


F them. 


Mr. Bauman. You also knew it would take some time for the com- 
mittee to get your checks that way, didn’t you? 

Mr. Butxock. I didn’t think it would take any time. They would 
be all filed in my name. I wasn’t thinking of the committee when I 
threw those checks away. 

Mr. Bauman. You opened that account at the Seat Pleasant Bank 
on July 22, 1946, didn’t you? 

Mr. Butxock. I thought it was before that. 

Mr. Bauman. That account is still open, is it not ? 

Mr. Buttock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. During the entire time that this account has been 
opened. do you know how many checks you have drawn to cash? 

Mr. Butrock. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, you have only drawn two to the 
order of cash; isn’t that correct? One on February 12, 1949, in the 
sum of $25, and one on April 19, 1949, in the sum of $70? 

Mr. Butxock. I couldn’t say how many. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that refresh you recollection ? 

Mr. Butzock. If that is your record, I will agree with it. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that sound about right to you, _ spector? 

Mr. Butiock. It doesn’t sound right to me. As I said, I do not 


remember. 


Mr. Bauman. Would it assure you any if I indicated that the mi- 
crofilm records of your bank account have been checked and that ap- 
pears to be the case? 

Mr. Butiock. As I said before, if that is the record, it must be so. 

Mr. Bauman. Before you were married, August 6, 1949, can you 
recall any checks that you drew on your account at the Seat Pleasant 
Bank which were used for living expenses? 

Mr. Butxock. No. I cannot recall any. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, before you were married, you 
drew no checks for food, for entertainment, for vacations, for hotels, 
for resorts, for liquor, for restaurant service, or the order of any cloth- 
ing or department stores; isn’t that correct, Inspector? Not one check 
was drawn for those purposes. Am I correct? 

Mr. Butiock. It must be, if it is 
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Mr. Bauman. And as a matter of fact, prior to the time that yo, 
were married, there were only two chec ks drawn on that account for 
rent; is that correct? 

Mr. Buiiock. It may have been. I do not remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. And three checks for auto service and a few checks 
for small insurance premiums. The fact is, Inspector, that you paid 
your living expenses out of cash which you had in your pocket; isn‘ 
that the fact ? 

Mr. Buiuock. I cashed my check; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. We will come to the cashing of your check. 

Now, on August 8, 1946, you deposited into that account $1,700 
cash. Do you remember that ¢ 

Mr. Buniock. I remember making a deposit, but I do not remem. 
ber making that amount. 

Mr. Bauman. Does $1,700 sound about right ? 

Mr. Buttock. What is the date of that? 

Mr. Bauman. August 8, 1946, Inspector. 

Mr. Buttock. I do not remember the amount of i As I say, if 
that is- 

Mr. Bauman. Let me see if I can refresh your recollection. I show 
you this deposit slip indicating that on that date $1,700 in cash was 
deposited in the Seat Pleasant Bank ; is that correct ? 

(The witness examined the deposit slip.) 

Mr. Butiock. Yes; it is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $1,700 in cash that was depos. 
ited on that day? 

Mr. Buixock. I think most of it came from the sale of an auto- 
mobile. 

Mr. Bauman. Which one? 

Mr. Buixock. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Between mid-October of 1946 and mid-March of 
1947, a period of 5 months, the fact is that you drew not more than 
nine checks, one for $334 to the R. Mars Co. for a sofa which was 
delivered to your present wife; two checks, totaling $100, in payment 
for your cemetery lots; one check for $51.75 for an overdue rs 5 
bill; one small insurance premium, and two alimony payments; an 
two checks totaling $1,854.89 to Grady Motors. Isn’t that right! 

Mr. Buxiock. I suppose it is. 

Mr. Bauman. And on October 22, 1946, you cashed your pay check 
of that date; is that correct ? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t remember those dates. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in the following 5 months, to March 22, 1/47, 
Inspector, did you cash any one of your nine successive pay checks! 

Mr. Butxock. Did Icashthem? + 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Butiock. What date is that ? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, the last one you cashed was on October 2, 
1946, and I am now talking about your first pay check in November 
through your pay check of March 27, 1947, a period of 5 months. Iam 
asking you if you cashed any one of your pay checks during that }- 
month period. 

Mr. Buixock. I do not remember all that. It seems to me I did. 
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Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, Inspector, you deposited your 
pay checks on November 7 and November 22. 1946. and December 6, 
1946, in your bank account on December 10, 1946; is that correct ? 

To assist you in refreshing your recollection, I show you the pay 
checks of those dates. 

(The witness examined the checks.) 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on that same day, December 10, 1946, you de- 
sited $200 in cash; is that correct ? . 

And, to assist you in refreshing your recollection, I will show you 
an original of a deposit slip d: ated December 10, 1946, showing the 
deposit of your three pay checks, another check for $500 and $ 2900 in 
cash. In the meantime, I will ask that these checks, these three checks, 
be deemed marked in evidence. 

(The checks referred to were deemed marked “Bullock Exhibits 
Nos. 43 through 45,” inclusive, respectively, and will be found in the 

files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Buitiock. I do not remember it. That is it. 

Mr. BauMAN. Ww here did you get the $200 you were able to deposit 
incash along with the three pay checks which you hadn't yet bothered 
to cas sh? 

Mr. Butxock. I cannot remember that far back, Mr. Bauman, how 
it came about. 

Mr. Bauman. I will ask that this deposit slip of December 10 be 
marked in evidence. 

(The deposit slip referred to was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 46,” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. On January 24, 1947, you deposited your pay check 
of December 20, 1946, which you had then been holding for 1 month: 
is that right ? 

To assist you in that connection I will show you your pay check, 

together with the de posit slip of January 24. 

(The witness examined the deposit slip and the pay check.) 

Mr. Bauman. I will ask that that be marked in evidence, please. 

(The deposit slip and check referred to were marked “Bullock Ex- 
hibits Nos. 47 and 48,” respectively, and will be found in the files of the 
subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Did you answer the question ? 

Mr. Butxocx. Yes, that is my slip. 

Mr. Bauman. Your check of Janu: ary 7, you cashed on that date 

and paid all but $8 of it on a loan previously obtained from the Police 

Credit Union; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Butxock. If that says so, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. If the records of the Police Credit Union show that? 

Mr. Buttock. Sure. 

Mr. Bauman. Your pay check of January 22, 1947, Inspector, you 
endorsed to Mandell Chevrolet in part payment of an automobile 
which you bought on February 6; is that right? 

To assist you in determining that, I will show you that pay check 

ndicating your endorsement, beneath which is the endorsement of 

M: indell Chevrolet. 

(The witness examined the check.) 

Mr. Buttock. They may have cashed it forme. I do not remember. 
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Mr. Bauman, at that time, it didn’t take much money for me to |i 
on. I spent $30 a month rent. I would save up four or five 
checks, I guess. 

Mr. Bauman. Quite obviously you couldn’t be saving pay chi 
living, and giving ‘cash to your wife Helen. 

Let me show you the record of Mandell Chevrolet on that tr: insae. 
tion and point out to your attention that in your purchase of th: 

car a check of $178, a Government check of $178, was used in tha 
connection; is that correct ? 

(The witness examined the document.) 

Mr. Butiock. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. At this point, I will introduce this check in evidence 
and ask that it be deemed marked. 

(The check referred to was deemed marked “Bullock Exhibit No, 
49,” and will be found in the files of the reas 

Mr. Bauman. Now, your check of February 7, 1947, was cashed 
by you on February 22, 1947, at the Police C redit "Union and all bu It 

$3.70 of it paid on a loan previously obtained from that institution: 
isn 't that right? 

Mr. Bcuxocx. If the record shows it, that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Your next pay check, dated February 21, 1947, and 
March 7, 1947, were deposited in your account at the Seat Pleasant 
Bank; is that right? That was on April 22, 1947, between 6 weeks 
and 2 months after you first got them; is that correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. Six what? 

Mr. Bauman. I say, you held these checks for between 6 weeks and 
2 months after you got them, before rg trae them in your account 
at the Seat Pleasant Bank on April 22, 1947; is that correct ? 

Mr. Butxock. If I don’t see it 

Mr. Bauman. I wee now show you these two checks and your de- 
posit slip of April 22, 1947, in the Seat Pleasant Bank. 

(The witness examined the checks and deposit slip.) 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, you will notice, Inspector, that on that same 
day and on that same slip you deposited $266 in cash. Where did you 
get that $266? 

Mr. Buixock. I do not remember that far back, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. I will offer those in evidence at this time. 

(The deposit slip referred to was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 50,” 
and the two checks referred to were deemed marked “Bullock Exhibits 
Nos. 51 and 52,” respectively, and will be found in the files of the 
subcommittee. ) 

The CHarrmMan. Inspector, what source of income, other than your 
salary, did you have during that time? 

Mr. Butiock. I didn’t have any other source of income, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. If that is the case, Inspector do you not think that 
it is remarkable that you cannot tell how you obtained the money 
with which to make all these deposits? 

Mr. ete K. As I said, we were exchanging money back : 
forth. I don’t know just how it came about. It sounds ridic aa 
I think if you add the whole thing up over these years, you will find 
that there wasn’t any money which didn’t come in this $10,000 busi 
ness, and all this is just something that amazes me. I have ofte 
wondered where my money went. 
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The CHatrMAN. It also amazes the committee. 

Mr. Buttock. I wondered where my money went. 

The CHAIRMAN. What the committee most desires to know is from 
what source you received it. 

Mr. Butxock. As I say, I think if you go over a period of years 
you will find it. 

Mr. Bauman. On February 8, 1947, isn’t it true, Inspector, that 
you gave $560 in cash together with your pay check of January 27, 
1947, to Mandell C hevrolet for the purchase of an automobile ? 

And, if it will refresh your recollection, I will show you the record 

f Mandell, which indicates that you paid with a pay check and a 
bal unce of $560. 

Mr. Butxock. That is the same pay check. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking you where the $560 in cash that you 
paid on that date came from. 

Mr. Buttock. Wasn’t that from the credit union ? 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir. This is not at the time of any loan from 
the eredit union. 

(The chairman withdrew from the meeting and Senator Pastore 
took the Chair.) 

Mr. Buttock. I do not remember where that came from. 

Mr. BauMAN. Your best answer is- 

Mr. Buttock. It may have been my wife’s money. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. You are saying you do not know where the $560 
which you applied on this Chevrolet on January 22 came from; is 
that right, Inspector ? 

Mr. Butiock. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On Febru: ary 18, 1947, 1 week later, yon were able to 
deposit $600 in cash in your account at the Seat Pleasant Bank; isn’t 
that correct ? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t remember it. 

Mr. sAUMAN. To assist you in refreshing your recollection, I will 
show you a deposit slip in the Seat Pleasant Bank in the sum of $600 

cash dated February 15, 1947, and ask you if that refreshes your 
recollection as to whether you deposited $600 in cash in that bank and 
on that day. 

(The witness examined the deposit slip.) 

Mr. Butxuock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $600 which you deposited ? 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t know what this is all about. 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t know what it is all sdoeih surely. Do you 
know where you got the $600? 

Mr. Buttock. No, sir. 

Senator Pastore. What business were you engaged in at that time 
on February 15, 1947? 

Mr. Butxock. I was a captain of the police. 

Senator Pastore. Is that the only source of income that you had? 

Mr. Butuock. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pastorz. And you mean to tell us that you wouldn’t recall 
the sum of $600 that you deposited in cash at that time ? 

Mr. Butnock. I don’t remember that far back. 

Senator Pastorr. What was your weekly salary at that time? 

Mr. Butrock. I guess it was $100 a week. 
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Senator Pastore. $100 a week. Did anybody leave you any money’ 
Mr. Butxock. No, sir. . 

Senator Pasrore. Were you interested in any private business t! 
gave you an income? 

Mr. Buttock. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Did you borrow $600 from anyone that 
recall ? 

Mr. Butxock. I borrowed from the credit union. Mr. Bauman re. 
freshed my mind, but I do not know whether it was that time or not 
I do not know whether my wife gave me money to de ‘posit for that 

Senator Pastore. Was your wife working at that time, in 1947 

Mr. Buiuock. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. What was she doing? 

Mr. Buttock. She was an officer ih the Air Force. She was a major, 

Senator Pastore. The testimony that we received from her this 
morning was to the effect that she would deposit her checks right 
in the bank. 

Mr. Buttock. Yes. She would draw money out, too, if I 
stand it. 

Senator Pastore. And you want to leave it here that you might h 
borrowed this money from your wife? 

Mr. Buttock. I might have for some reason, but I can’t think. 

Senator Pastore. You wouldn’t want us to call her back to corroly 
rate that, would vou? 

Mr. Buiiock. Well—I can’t answer it. 

Mr. Bauman. I introduce this deposit slip as an exhibit. 

(The deposit slip referred to was marked “Bullock Exhibit No. 53,” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. From November 7, 1946, until March 21, 1947, not 
one of your pay checks was used for your living expenses, Mr. Bul- 
lock, and you managed in this same period to deposit $800 in cash 
and spend $516 cash that we can trace. What did you live on during 
this period and where did the $1,360 in cash disbursements over and 
above your living expenses come from ¢ 

Mr. Butwock. It came from money accumulated, I guess. I do not 
know right now. I didn’t spend much for living expenses at that 
time. 

Mr. Bauman. You already indicated that you had not accumulated 
any money. You have indicated to the committee that you have not 
had any outside source of income, that you have not inherited any 
money. Your wife indicated to the committee this morning that he 
liad no outside source of income and she had inherited no money. 
How could you have accumulated money while each one of your pay 
checks was being deposited or otherwise accounted for? 

Mr. Butrock. I mean before that. If I had some money in my 
pocket, I could live for several months on it. 

Mr. Bauman. On how much, Mr. Bullock? 

Mr. Butiock. It didn’t cost me very much. 

Mr. Bauman. We are now talking about April—or rather Mareh 
1947—and you have said several times now that on January 1, 14/ 
vour best recollection was that you had $50, 

Mr. Buttock. That was my best recollection; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 
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So this is no accumulation at all, is it, Inspector ? 

Mr. Butxiock. I don’t know. 

Senator Pastore. Let’s put it this way. You are dealing in cash 
deposits to the approximate figure of about $15,000 between yourself 
and your wife. You are a police officer who was working for the 
District for a w eekly salary of about $100 a week. What is a rational 
explanation that can be given for these cash deposits outside of the 
vague expression, “I do not recall”? 

It strikes me a man in your position ought to give a feasible and 
understandable answer. If you do not give any feasible answer, you 
will lend the situation to terrible inferences that can be drawn. Your 

yagueness, in my humble opinion, only lends to the suspicion, unless 
you can justify ‘why you are dealing in such large sums of cash de- 
posits when you claim that the only income that you have is from 


your job and ‘the only income your wife had was from her job. How 


can you talk about accumulations when they get up to $15.0002 That 
would take 3 years on your salary of $i00 a week. What is the 
plaus sible answer that you can give to this committee to refute the 
suspicion or this veil that has been thrown over your activities ? 

Mr. Butxocx. Senator, as I see it, how much was drawn out of 
there? 

Senator Pasrore. Drawn out of there? 

Mr. Butxock. You say $15,000, but how much was taken out and 
put in 4 

Senator Pasrorr. You explain it. 

Mr. Butiock. I didn’t accumulate that much money. 

Senator Pasrorr. A man like you wouldn't have $600 hanging 
around the house to deposit on F ‘ebruary 15, 1947, all in one lump. 
You have to live from C8 today. You look to me like a pretty well 
dressed man, who carries himself pretty well in this community. A 
hundred dollars a week isn’t going to give you all this slack over. 
You are dealing in $15,000 in cash ‘deposits at a weekly salary that I 
am told on the ‘committee isn’t enough for you fellows to live on. 

Mr. Butnock. What period was that? 

Senator Pasrorr. What period is this? 

Mr. Bauman. Starting in March 25, 1946, to August 20, 1948. 

Mr. Buttock. How much withdrawals were there ? 

Mr. Bauman. Wait a minute, Mr. Bullock. As I have indicated to 
you several times before in the course of this examination, the wath- 


| drawals that came out of your wife’s account were not for living ex- 


penses of any kind. I have indicated to you before that if you want 
to see what happened to the money that came out of your wife’s ac- 
count, I will show it to you, and that duri ing this per iod she deposited 
$10,000. 

Similarly, I just got through questioning you about a period of 5 
months in ‘which I covered ev ery possible pay check you had during 
that period, which were shown to you. None went for your living ex- 
penses. I have shown you that in addition you deposited cash, ~and 
asked you what you lived on during that period. 

i want to say in addition to that that funds received from the sale 

f real estate in your wife’s case were traced into those accounts, and 
re not included in this $15,000 figure at all. 

Me Butiock. I don’t understand it. 
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Mr. I 
case of 
$15,000, Inspector, for which the subcommittee and its staff can find ring, an 


Mr. Bauman. Nor are the loans which you made included in this 
nor those that she made included in this figure of $15,000. This is 


S 


no rational explanation. similar 
Senator Pastore. And which no explanation has been given up to JB 2° °V®" 
this point. You already admitted your only source of income vas Je °° b8 
from your salary and the only source of income your wife had was Je Wo"! 2 
from her salary. The aggregate amount is in excess of those salaries privileg 
When these figures are published, what will be your answer to the fact the con 
that you are dealing with a lot more money than your salary has give, jp 2V2!l@b! 
you as a source of income? What is your explanation? ~ . Senat 
Mr. Butiock. I have no explanation for it, Senator. As I said, the |e Were le! 
money was probably put in the bank and taken out. It isn’t accumula. Mr. I 
tion. We haven’t any $15,000. was COF 
Senator Pastore. I know you haven't got it now. But where dij MB. 7°?! 
you get the $15,000 that you put in the bank ? sa con 
Mr. Buttock. We never had it at one time. am onl) 
Senator Pasrore. You had it over a period of 2 years. n this 
Mr. Buttock. Well—— 7 pattern 
Senator Pasrore. Your salary and your wife’s salary together J /°!™- 
wouldn’t give you $15,000 in 2 years. s he read 
Mr. Butxock. It would. _ Mr. K 
Senator Pasrcre. Just about, but there were no withdrawals here. The rea 
Mr. Forp. May I suggest one item to you, Mr. Chairman? It was ment S¢ 
also brought out that on many of these deals he had on cars he made come Ot 
a profit. commit 
Mr. Bauman. He denied that, sir. Senate. 
Mr. Forpv. Your records show that. Mr. Bauman, in tracing that ae 
this morning, showed a profit, too, but I notice in his questioning he credit 11 
didn’t say that includes any profit our records show you made. Mr. I 
Senator Pastore. Your wife had a checking account of her own? ae 
Mr. Buiwock. Yes, sir; several of them. Mr. 
Senator Pastore. She deposited money in her own? objectic 
Mr. Butuock. Yes, sir. ae 
Mr. Bauman. I want to say without taking too much of the com- mice, 
mittee’s time, Mr. Chairman, that during this period there is no ques- re 
tion as to the accuracy of what the Chair has said; namely, that based ae 
on the salary he had and his wife had, it would be impossible for them "= 
to have made these cash deposits and to have lived, based on the other a I 
expenses that we have been able to prove. As a matter of fact, Mrs —— 
Bullock, it appears from department store records, has some very !i! “OWI 
tastes in clothes. In at least two instances her suits cost $229.50 apiece. a : 2 


One hat cost $60. I wasn’t going to mention this at all, but that is the 
nature of the expenditures that are reflected from her checking ac 
count, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like the witness to return tomorrow morniig 
He has been subpenaed, and I would like the Chair to adjourn unt! 
tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

Senator Pastore. All right, we will leave it that way. You ar 
summoned to appear at 10 o’clock tomorrow. 

Mr. Forp. Regarding the record in this case, I do not know what ti 
committee’s rule is. For instance, would it be permissible for me t0 


/ 


get a copy of the record from the official reporter if I paid for it! 
; I} 
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Mr. Bauman. The committee has passed on that situation in the 
case of another client represented by Mr. Ford, n: imely, Emmitt War- 
ring, and Mr. Ford, I hope you will now remember, made a somewhat 
similar request when he said he would like to take the record home and 
go over the list of questions that Warring had refused to answer and 
come back and let us know the following morning what questions he 
would answer. Senator Welker at that time indicated that that was a 
privilege which he, in his legal career, had never been extended and 
the committee went along with that and did not make the record 
available. 

Senator Pastore. I do not want to overrule the committee. If it 
were left to me, I would let him have the record. 

Mr. Bauman. I would oppose it at this time until the examination 
was concluded. 

Senator Pastore. I am not going to overrule the committee if this 
is a committee decision. I am not in any position to overrule it. I 
am only specifying my own personal opinion. I do not see anything 
n this record that is going to help this witness. It is the grandest 
pattern of evasion I have ever seen in my life. I do not see any 
harm. I am afraid that the witness will look rather ridiculous when 
he reads his own testimony. 

Mr. Forp. I didn’t know the committee had issued an order like that. 
The reason I asked was we feel we are not going to make any state- 
ment so long as we are in executive session. Anything that has to 
come out of this committee in executive session has to come from the 
committee. I feel under that obligation to observe that from the 
Senate. 

Senator Pastore. There is nothing here that would do this man any 
credit if you re iled it. That is not my fear. 

Mr. Forp. I didn’t know the committee had made such a ruling. 

Senator Pastore. If it were left up to me, I would let him have it. 

Mr. Bauman. At the conclusion of the testimony I will have no 
ebjection. 

Senator Pastore. If the committee has ruled on it, I will sustain 
the committee and leave it as an open question, and you can renew your 
request. I will tell you very frankly my personal opinion would be 
to let you have it. You have been here, you have heard what has gone 
on. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Ford has made notes on what was going on. 

Senator Pastore. There was a lot here that requires a lot of explana- 
ion. 

(Whereupon, at 4:25 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon- 
vene at 10 a. m. Thursday. May 22, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


THURSDAY, MAY 22, 1952 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Districr or CoLUMBIA 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENrorceMENT. 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee convened at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 15, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.) in room P-38, Capitol Building, Senator Matthew 
Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Neely, Hunt, and Welker. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee, 
and Harold Solomon, associate counsel. 

The CuarrMan. The subcommittee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman, you may proceed. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF ALBERT I. BULLOCK, INSPECTOR, MET- 
ROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT; ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES 
E, FORD, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Inspector, you understand that you are still under 
oath, of course. 

Mr. Buttock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, you are aware of the fact that on one day, 

April 22, 1947, you deposited at one time three pay checks dated Feb- 
ruary 21, March 7, and April 7, 1947—I believe I have already 
asked you about this. 

Mr. Butiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. On that same day you deposited $266 in cash. Is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. According to that it is; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, if it is indicated—— 

Mr. Butxock. It is indicated there. 

Mr. Bauman (continuing). $266 on the deposit slip in your ac- 
count, quite obviously you deposited that, is that correct? 

Mr. Buniock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me show you Bullock’s exhibit No. 50. 

Mr. Buriock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $266? 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t know, sir. That was in 1947. 

Mr. Bauman. 1 am aware of that, Inspector, but I want to point 
out that these deposits were made over a continuing period of time, 
and I should like to suggest that there should be some recollection 

1 you as to the source of this money. Are you aware of the fact that 
two June 1947 pay checks were not cashed? They were deposited. 
Your June 7 pay check was deposited in the Seat Pleasant Bank, and 
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June 20 pay check was paid on account at the Metropolitan Polic 
Credit Union—are you aware of that? 

Mr. Butxock. I think we went over that yesterday, didn’t we / 

Mr. Bauman. I do not believe so. I think we talked about certaiy 
payments to the Metropolitan Credit Union. I show you your June? 
pay check and June 20 pay check and call your attention to the 
endorsement, indicating that those checks were deposited at the Seat 
Pleasant Bank—June 7 was deposited at the Seat Pleasant Bank, 
and the June 20 check was at the Metropolitan Police Departmen; 
Credit Union. 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On July 9, 1947, you deposited in addition to y 
July 3 pay check the sum of $100 in cash. To refresh your recollee. 
tion let me show you both your pay check, dated July 3, 1947, toget! 
with a deposit slip of the Seat Pleasant Bank indicating the deposit of 
this pay check and $100 in currency. Did you deposit $100 on that 
date, sir? 

Mr. Buixiock. According to the records, I did, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $100 that you deposited that 
day? 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t know unless I got it from my wife. 

Mr. Bauman. You understand, sir, that both your June pay checks 
and this pay check of July 3 have been accounted for. Nonetheless you 
were able on July 3 to deposit $100 in cash. In other words, if you 
do not understand the question, your pay checks for the six preceding 
weeks constituted no part of your living expenses, You have the nor- 
male expenses of living during those 6 weeks which did not come out 
of your pay checks, and in addition, at the end of that period you we! 
able to deposit $100 in cash. 

Where did you get the $100 in cash ? 

Mr. Butxock. As I said, I don’t remember at this time, unless I got 
it from my wife. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you not have any expenses, Inspector, during the 
6 weeks? 

Mr. Butiock. I had very little expenses at that time. As I told you 
before, I was paying $30 a month rent. 

Mr. BauMAN. Enough so that you only required one pay check out 
of four to be cashed? 

Mr. Buttock. I didn’t say that. How about checks? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now 

The Cuairman. Inspector, you say you might have obtained money 
from your wife. You know that she has had as much difficulty e xplai N- 
ing the derivation of some of her funds as you have had explain 
yours. Did you really get money from your wife? 

Mr. Butiock. Various. 

The Cumman. You have said that you and your wife were pooling 
your money as early as 1946. That was 2 or 3 years before you were 
married, and involved the most of the period during which your wif 
deposited $9,915, in excess of all her pay checks. 

If there is any explanation of the manner in which you and you! 
wife obtained large sums of money in excess of both your salaries 
since 1946, the committee would like to hear it. You have come here 
with the presumption of innocence. It is my hope that you ean and 
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| will justify that presumption. You owe it to yourself, your family, 
» and the District of Columbia to do that. 


Mr. Butxock. I would like to explain, Senator, because as I say 
I don’t know about the withdrawals, I mean, put money in the bank 


- and withdraw it. That is the way I think, the only explanation I can 


give that my wife and myself—it seems to me it is being pyramided— 
he took it at one bank and in another bank or put it in and withdrew 
it. I don’t think my wife ever, to my knowledge, had $9,000. I don’t 
know how much money she had. 

The Cuarrman. The record shows that it was $9,915, and the dates 
on which it was deposited. 

Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

Senator Wetker. May I ask a question ? 

The CuarrMan. Certainly. 

Senator WELKER. I apologize for coming in late. Yesterday I had 
two other meetings and necessarily I could not be here. You are 
far ahead of me, but in brief, summarizing, in looking at these sheets 
ahead of me, is it correct, Mr. Counsel, that in 1946 the witness, Bul- 
lock and Helen Hill, had an unexplained cash deposit of $5,050 for 
that year? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator WeLKER. Is it true, Mr. Counsel, that in the year 1947 the 
witness, Mr. Bullock, and Helen Hill had an unexplained cash de- 
nosit of $6,446 ¢ 
' Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.ker. Is it true, Mr. Counsel, that in the year 1948 the 
same two people had an unexplained cash deposit of $4,420 ? 

Mr. Bauman. To August 20, 1948. 

Senator WeLker. August 20. And making a total, Mr. Counsel, of 
some $15,916 which is unexplained ? 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct, sir. 

Senator We_ker. May I ask the witness one question ? 

Mr. Inspector, I notice from these records here that you have done 
business in the Seat Pleasant Bank, the McLachlin Banking Corp., 
the First & Merchants National Bank of Richmond, Pentagon Branch, 
and the Bank of Bethesda. Is that correct? 

Mr. Buttock. They were my wife’s bank accounts. 

Senator WELKer. Can you explain to us, if you care to, why it was 
necessary for a man of reasonable moderate means, such as you and 
your wife, to require five major banking institutions to carry on your 
work? 

Mr. Buttock. I didn’t have all of those bank accounts. She 
changed them, Senator. I don’t know why. I don’t know whether 
it was change of occupation or convenience. Seat Pleasant Bank is 
the one I dealt with. ° 

Senator Wetkrr. You have generally lived here within this neigh- 
borhood and it seems rather astounding to me that you changed, that 
you would have five major banks here for convenience or any other 
purpose. Of course, I am a man of limited means, but I do business 
with a bank that I do not even know where it is located. I have never 
been in it at all. 

I wondered if you could help me, Mr. Inspector, upon that score. 













































































































































































































































































744 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


your means would require such volume of banking institutions to 
handle your business. 

Mr. Burrocx. As I said, Senator, they weren’t my banks. They 
were hers. 

Senator We._Kker. Well, I understand that. 

Mr. Buiiock. And 

Senator Weiker. And most people understand that between “wen 
and wife there is a sort of comity of where we do business and where 
we do our banking, especially. I wondered if you could help me, Mr, 
Inspector, on that score, if you knew of any grievances with any 
bank that would cause you to quit them that is perfectly explainable. 

Mr. Buttock. That was her idea. It wasn’t mine, Senator. As [| 
said. I dealt for years with the Seat Pleasant Bank. 

Senator WeL_ker. And to summarize, can you explain to the com- 
mittee how it is possible within 6 years that you would have an un- 
explained cash deposit of better than $15,000 ? 

Mr. Bauman. May | correct the question? It is within 21% years, 

Senator WeiKer. Within 214 years; yes, sir. 

Mr. Buttock. The only way I can explain, as I tried to explain 
it before, is the withdrawals and deposits. Surely, that money has 
been withdrawn from the bank, and I mean, to my best recollection, 
in that time. 

Senator Wetxer. You mean you just drew it out of one bank and 
deposited it in another and that is as best 

Mr. Buttock. No, I mean just dealings with the bank. Surely, a 
person shouldn’t just be charged with deposits. It should be taken, 
the withdrawals should be taken away. 

Senator Werker. I think we are ready to do that, but at the first 
impulse here it seems to me that that is a rather shocking revelation 
that there be $15,000, granting that you say that you should be en- 
titled for the redeposits, the drawi ing out and redepositing of money— 
right offhand, it is hard for me to comprehend, but you are the wit- 
ness. I do not want to confuse you. 

I am merely giving you my first blush at this case. 

The CuamrMan. Senator Welker, may I call your attention to the 
fact that it is shown that on the 20th day of March 1948, Mrs. Hill, 
now the Inspector’s wife, deposited in a bank at the Pentagon $1,000. 
She refused to explain how that money was obtained. 

Senator Werxer. I did not understand you, Mr. Chairman. She 
refused ? 

The CHatrMan. She refused to explain on the grounds of self-in- 
crimination. 

On the 4th of August in the same year Inspector Bullock deposited 
$8,000 in cash in the Bank of Bethesda to Mrs. Bullock’s credit, and 
on the very same day they paid-the sum of $852.30 in eash to the 
Federal Credit Union. And that was paid in cash also, on the same 
day that the thousand dollars was deposited. Such items as these 
should be explained. 

Inspector, what is the highest salary you have received at any 
time during the period about which we are inquiring? 

Mr. Butiock. I think it was about $6,000; now I had a raise since 
then. It is $6,000 and something: 














I will be frank with you, it was rather funny to me that a man of 
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The CHAIRMAN. $500 a month ? 
Mr. Buiiock. Yes. 
The CHarRMAN. Do you not realize that your making cash deposits 


F of a thousand dollars and ps vying out $800 more in cash on the same 


day while your salary was only $500 a month will, in the absence of 
some reasonable explanation, prejudice your reputation for life? 

Mr. Butxock. I took that bank, that money to the bank for her, 
Senator, as far as I know. I didn’t have a thousand dollars. I de- 
posited it in her account for her. _ 

The Cuamman,. That is not helping you. Your wife was making 
unexplained deposits with regularity and rapidity similar to your 
own. 

Mr. Butxock. I do not know where my wife got the money, Sena- 
tor. She had been working in the Government for nearly 30 years 
and she has relatives and—— 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Senator WeLkeEr. I have one more question. Tell me the occasion 
of this thousand dollars on the 4th of August 1948—how did you get 

t from your wife—do you recall the circumstances ? 

Mr. Burxock. No, I do not recall the exact circumstances, but I 
remember going out to the bank with it. 

Senator Weer. Well, now 

Mr. Butrock. And—— 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Inspector, would you not remember if your 
wife came out and handed you a thousand dollars in currency and 
asked you to deposit it or asked you to do something with that 

money—can you not remember the circumstances—were you in the 
kitchen, were you in a barroom, were you at the races, or were you 
any place when she gave you that money ? 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t remember where I was, Senator, at that 
time. 

Senator Wetxer. That is a complete blank with you. You do re- 
member depositing it in the bank, but you do not know where .you 
got it? 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t remember the place I got it from her; no, sir. 

Senator We.ker. You talked with your wife about this since this 
inquisition began, have you? 

Mr. Butxock. I have talked to her, but apparently her mind is 
hazy as mine. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you inquire of her where she got the money 
on the 25th of March 1948, to deposit a thousand dollars in the First 
and Merchants National Bank of Richmond 4 

Mr. Buttock. That was at the Pentagon Building. 

Senator WeLker. That is right. 

Mr. Butiock. No; I didn’t ask her that. I asked her what she 
could remember about this thing, and she—I don’t know whether she 
was reluctant to tell me or whether, as I say, her mind is hazy. 

Senator Weiker. When were you married? 

The Cratrman. She was asked that, and she refused to answer. 

Senator Wetker. I understand that. Mr. Chairman. 

When were you married to Mrs. Hill? 

Mr. Buttock. September 1949. 

Senator WELKER. September 1949? 

Mr. Butxnock. Yes. 
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Mr. Bauman. 1946, was it not—it does not make any difference. 

Senator WeLkKeEr. It is very important. 

Mr. Bauman. August 6, 1949. 

Mr. Butxiock. Yes; that is right, August. 

Senator WELKER. In 1946 or 1949? 

The Cuatrman. August 6, 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. In North Carolina, you and Mrs. Hill—am I int 
rupting your train of thought? 

Senator Weiker. I am confused now. <A very simple question. 

When were you married to your wife? 

Mr. Butiock. August 6 of 1949. 

Senator WELKER. “August 6, 1949? 

Mr. Butuock. Yes. 

Senator We.iker. You are sure about that? 

Mr. Buttock. Yes. 

Senator ore One time you tell me 1946. 

Mr. Butiock. No, I didn’t. 

Senator WELKER. Comal did, then. I will give him the benetit 
of it. 

Mr. Butiock. 1949, sir. 

Senator We.ker. All right, Mr. Inspector, do you mean to tell m 
that before you were m: wried, 2 year before you were married—yo, 
are the man to accept this bride, she gave you a thousand dollars t 
deposit and you do not remember where it came from ? 

Mr. Buttock. I don’t know where it came from; no, sir. 

Senator Werker. Mr. Inspector, I do not want to argue because | 
know you have a burden here and I certainly do not want to badger 
you, but here is the girl you are going to marry, before the marr 
hands you a thousand dollars and you cannot remember where it took 
place, where the money came from—you do not remember one in 
dent or reflection as to that thousand dollars. That is asking us t 

carry quite a load, Mr. Inspector. 

Mr. Butxock. I can’t tell an untruth about it. 

Senator Wetker. I do not want you to. I would not do that, M 
Inspector, for anything. 

Mr. Butwock. I don’t remember that she gave it to me. 

Senator Wetker. But I want you to appreciate the fact that the 
chairman and this committee has quite a responsibility, too. On 
witness comes and declines to testify upon a perfect constitutional 
right. You come on and say that you do not remember a thing about 
it. 

Mr. Butiock. Senator 

Senator WeLker. May I ask you this, Do you propose to answe! 
that—excuse me for interrupting. 

Mr. Butuock. Senator, no. 

Senator WeLker. Did you and your wife ever engage in any gan- 
bling, race-horse betting or prize-fight betting or any way that you 
could accumulate this money ? 

Mr. Buttock. We went to the races several dimes; yes. 

Senator Wetker. Did you ever make any winnings like a thousand 
dollars? 

Mr. Butxocx. I don’t think ever won a thousand dollars. 

Senator Werixer. What is the biggest sum you ever won in an) 
gambling venture, either racing, poker , roulette, or anything else 
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Mr. Butxock. I would say a couple of hundred dollars. 

Senator WeLker. Then it would be the best opinion that you have 

that this sum of money did not come from any speculations such as 
oil ling? 

“ Mr. Buttock. Unless it was on her part. I don’t know whether she 
was. 

Senator WeLKer. Well you certainly would have known, she being 
your sweetheart, whether she hit a lick like a thousand dollars at the 
race-horse track; would you not? 

Mr. Buttock. I should know. 

Senator Weiker. I could hit a lick for a dollar and a half and my 
wife would know it. 

Did you ever engage - stock-market ventures, anything like that? 

Mr. Buttock. No, sir, I didn’t. 

Senator WELKER. I think that is all, Mr. Witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me have the September 8 pay check, please. 

On September 8, 1947, Inspector, you received a pay check; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Five days before-that, on September 3, 1947, in other 
words, 5 days before you got that pay check you were able to deposit 
in your bank account at Seat Pleasant $300 in eas sh; is that not right ? 

Mr. Buttock. That is what it says here. 

Mr. Bauman. I now ask you, how were you able to 5 days before 
payday, and your paydays come semimonthly, how were you able to 
de pos} it $ $300 in cash ? 

Mr. Burnocx. Mr. Bauman, I can't remember back that far. I 
don’t know what kind of transaction that was. 

Mr. Bauman. At this time I should like to offer the deposit ticket 


> in evidence and have the check deemed marked in evidence. 


The Cuairman. They will be made a part of the record, 

(The documents referred to were marked “Bullock Exhibits Nos. 54 
and 55,” respectively, and will be found in the files of committee.) 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Bauman. May the record indicate, for the benefit of the wit- 


; ness, that henceforth I shall not introduce the specific papers, but 


they are available to the committee or to the witness, if he wants them 
exhibited, unless I specify to the contrary. 

Mr. Forp. May I say something about the offer to make it available 
to us ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. For examination here. 

Mr. Forp. I believe that if I did that I would consume an awful! 
lot of time, because they are all foreign to me and I would consume 
an awful lot of time which I do not think I would be justified in 
consuming. 

Mr. Bauman. They are available if you want to see them as I talk 
about them, unless I specify to the contrary, Mr. Ford. 

On September 22, 1947, you cashed a pay check in the amount of 
$178 and change, yet 2 days thereafter on September 24, 1947, you 
were able to deposit $300 in cash. 

Where did you get the $300 that you deposited on September 24, 
1947, sir? 

Mr. Butxock. I can’t remember those transactions. 
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On October 4, 1947, 2 days before you cashed your 


pay check you deposited in your account $200 in cash, Inspector, 
Where did you get this money ? 


Mr. 


Butwock. I don't know. 


I can’t remember last month. 


Mr. Bauman. Well, now, Inspector, as a police officer you have on 


sir. 


many occasions been called upon to testify in cases in court; is 


correct ¢ 
Mr. 
Mr. 


stand that you 


Mr. 


BuLLocK. 
BAUMAN. 


BULLOCK. 


That is right. 


And do I understand that if somebody asked you q 
question about an event that transpired more than a month previous 
to the time that you were testifying that you would say on the witness 
‘annot remember anyhing more than a month back? 

In my condition right now, 


Mr. 


Bauman, 


I can’t remember that far back 


that 


unless | 


made notes I probably would not be able to make a clear statement. 


Mr. Bauman. Would you be willing to stand up on the witness stand 
in court and say that you cannot remember more than a month back, 


Inspector ? 


Senator WreLxer. Let us keep it less argumentative. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Bauman. Yes, sir. 
BULLOCK. 
physical shape. 
some phenobarital to take. 
Senator WELKER. 


Mr. 


that counsel and any member of this committee, the chairman or 


member, does not want to take advantage of you. 


this as orderly as possible. 


Spector, 


that the chairman joins me in “that. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
BAUMAN. 
amount of $178 and change, yet 2 
1947, you were 
were you not / 

Butiock. I 
Bauman. Where did you get the $ 
account of October 8, 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


on your bank 


The Chair 


On October 6, 1947, you cashed a pay check in the 
days later on October 8, Inspector, 


certainly does. 


we shall be glad t 


Mr. 


Senator, as I told them yesterday, I am in bad 
The doctor says I have high blood pressure, gave 11) 
I am physically and mentally sick. 
I am sure since you addressed your answer to 1 


1) 


We will try to do 
As I before indicated to you, 
I am astounded at the evidence I have heard here in the 
15 minutes, and if you do regain your health, 
any explanation that you might offer to the committee. 


In- 
last 


I am sure 


able to deposit $290 in cash in your bank account 


don’t remember that. 


indicates was deposited in currency on that day ? 


Mr. 
Mr. 


deposited $ 
Mr. 


for about 
correct ¢ 


Mr. 
$125 in cash. 


time ? 


Mr. 


- 
Zs ety) sSIYTASLT 


BULLOCK. 
stand why I put $2 


BuLLocK. 
Mr. Bauman. You did not cash any pay checks, the record shows, 
214, months from October 6 to December 


SULLOCK. 


BULLOCK. 





I don’t remember that transaction. 
90 in there. 

Bauman. On the following day the records indicate that you 
$200 — in cash. 


Where did you get that $ 


I don’t remember that. 


T don’t remember that 
Mr. Bauman. Well, on November 3 the record shows you deposit 
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Mr. Bauman. During this period you lived on cash, did you not, 
f the record indicates that the 214 months went by, from October 6 
to December 19, in which you did not cash any pay checks for that 
period—you obviously must have lived on cash; is that correct / 

* Mr. Butiock. I must have. 

Mr. Bauman. And paid your expenses out of your pocket; is that 
right. 

Mr. Butxock. Yes, I have very little — nse, 

Mr. Bauman. In short, Inspector, for 3144 months, from September 

1947, through December 15, 1947, vou rece eived six pay ‘hecks, three 
of which you deposited and three of which you cashed, is that right 4 

Mr. Butnock. Probably so. If I got six and cashed three. 

Mr. Bauman. You thus had a total cash available of $535 in your 
pocket during this period from three pay checks that you cashe d, yet 
during this period the record shows that you de ‘posited $1.415 in cash. 

Mr. Buttock. When was that ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. During the period from September 1, 1947, through 
December 15, 1947, you cashed pay checks totaling $535 and yet in that 
identical period you deposited cash totaling $1,415 in your account in 
the Seat Pleasant Bank. Where did you get that money / 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t know whether I sold my car in that time or 
not. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, the records do not show the sale of any car 
by you at that time. 

Mr. Buttock. Well, I can’t remember depositing all of that money 
n that period of time. 

The CHatrMAN. That would be an average of $400 a month—a sub- 
stantial sum in view of your limited salary, would it not / 

Mr. Buttock. Cert: Linly would, sir. 

The CHairMAN. You cannot remember where you obtained the 
$1,400? 

Mr. Buttock. I can’t remember those transactions. 

Mr. Bauman. On July 1, 1947, I believe I have asked you this ques- 
tion, on the date Major Barrett became major superintendent, you 
were transferred from No. 8 to No. 13, is that correct / 

Mr. Buttock. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you were on January 1, 1948, still a captain; is 
that correct 2 

Mr. Buttock. When was that? 

Mr. Bauman. January 1, 1948, sir. 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you received about $180 every 2 weeks at that 
time; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. I did; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. The records shows that you cashed your January 7 
pay check of 1948 on January 8. The record also shows that during the 
following 6 months—6 months, Inspector—you did not cash one of 
of your 11 successive pay checks. 

Mr. Butiocx. I don’t remember ever saving that many pay checks, 
Mr. Bauman. I think the Government would request you to 

Mr. Bauman. I will be happy to go through them one by one if you 
like to see whether we cannot refresh your recollection in that way. 
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You have already testified, have you not, or at least it ae been 
indicated to you, that the record shows that your pay checks of J 

ary 27, February 6, and Febru: ury 20, 1948, were endorsed by you ani 
deposited by your present wife in her bank account at the ‘Pentag 
branch of the First and Merchants National Bank on Febru: uy 
1948. Do you remember that transaction ? 

Mr. Buttock. That may have happened. 

Mr. Bauman. We discussed it yesterday. I showed you the check: 

Mr. Buttock. Yes; I turned over checks to her. I endorsed ther 

Mr. Bauman. That covers the first of the three checks. The recor) 
also shows that you gave your pay check of March 5, 1948, to you 
present wife for deposit i in that same bank account on March 16, 194 

Now your next three pay checks, according to the records, hid 
were dated March 22, April 7, and April 22, 1948, were individually 
deposited in your account at the Seat Pleasant Bank on March 30, 
April 9, and May 11, 1948, respectively. 

Now your pay checks for the months of May and June 1948, dated 
May 7, May 21, June 7, and June 22 were endorsed by you and given 
to Philip George on account of that loan which had to be repaid. D 
you remember that ? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And do you remember you also gave Mr. George $26; 
in cash to make up the balance of the thousand dollars; is that right—is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. During this 6 months’ period where every one of your 
checks were accounted for and were deposited either in’ your accow 
or your wife’s account or given to repay this loan, what did you live on 
for the 6 months? 

Mr. Butiock. Probably moneys that she gave me. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, do I understand 

Mr. Butxock. Late at her home. I had no expenses except rent 

Mr. BaumAN. Do I understand, Inspector, that you are suggesting 
that your wife paid your cost of living for this 6 months’ period / 

Mr. Butiocx. I turned the checks over to her and she gave me 
money. 

Mr. Bauman. The checks that you have turned over to her during 
this period were used for specific purposes and were not available, 
according to the records of your wife’s bank account, which I indicated 
to you yesterday, for the purpose of turning over to you. And asa 
matter of fact, I indicated the number of checks drawn to cash on your 
wife’s bank account for this period. My recollection is that it was 
something like $200. In any event, there are certainly not enoug! 
checks cashed going from your wife’s bank account during this ete 
which would have permitted her to sustain herself and pay all of your 
expenses which, apparently, you are now suggesting for the 6 montlis 
period. 

Mr. Butrock. That is my only way I can explain it, Mr. Bauman 
I would turn a check over to her and she would give me some mone 

Mr. Bauman. The only checks you turned over to her in this peri d 
Inspector—and I am not arguing with you, but I am trying to |i imit 
your recollection to this particular instance rather than take a general 
ization—the only checks you turned over to her in this aera were 
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checks which she required in order to make good on the checks she 
had written. 

Mr. Buxixock. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. In connection with the purchase of that house—we 


' went all over that yesterday—do you not remember that, sir? 


Mr. Butxock. But I don’t know what she did with those, I mean, it 
is not my personal knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, the records are very clear on that, sir, and you 
gave her no other chec ks during this 6-months’ period. 

The CuamMan. This was before you were married. 

Mr. Butxock. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The CuarrMAn. Did Mrs. Bullock support you before you married 
her 

Mr. Butxock. The impression I had, as I said, I turned my check 
over to her and she would give me some cash. I was not supporting 
her, either, when I turned those checks over to her. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Chairman, may I interrogate the witness? 

The CuHarrMan, Certainly. 

Senator WELKER. I have never seen you before this morning, Mr. 
Bullock. How long have you been on the Metropolitan Police Depart- 


> ment ? 


Mr. Butiock. Nearly 31 years, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Nearly 31 years? 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. You entered, [ take it, as a private? 

Mr. Buttock. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. And what was your first work, that of a patrol- 
man ¢ 

Mr. Butiock. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. What precinct were you assigned to? 

Mr. Butxock. The third. 

Senator WeLKerR. What was that, just general patrol work ? 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. And your rank then was a private? 

Mr. Buxiock. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. When were you first promoted ? 

Mr. Butxiock. I have that written down. I think it was in—I think 
it was in 

Senator WELKER. Well, generally. 

Mr. Butxock. In 1929 or 1930. 

Senator WELKER. 1929 or 1930. 

Mr. Buttock. Yes. 

Senator WetKer. And then how long—do you recail how long you 
were a private ? 

Mr. Butxock. About 8 or 9 years. 

Senator We.ker. Eight or nine years a private. Then you went 
up to what ? 

Mr. Butiock. Lieutenant. 

Senator WeLKer. Went from private to lieutenant ? 

Mr. Butiock. No; to sergeant. 

Senator WeLkrr. Tosergeant. How long were you a sergeant ? 

Mr. Butiock. I was sergeant about between 3 and 4 years. 

Senator Wetker. Then you went up to lieutenant 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 
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Senator WeLKer. Who was the major when you made the lieutena 
grade ¢ 


Mr. BuLitock. When I was made lieutenant—I think it was Maiv 


Brown. 


Senator WeELKER. Major Brown. How long were you lieutenay 


before you made captain, sir! 
Mr. Buttock. About 8 or 9 years. 


Senator Weiker. Eight or nine years. And how long were you , 


captain before you got to be inspector? 

Mr. Buttock. About 8 years, I think, 8 or 9. 

Senator Wei_ker. Did you have any citations, or, how many cit 
tions have you had in your entire police career / 

Mr. Butiock. I don’t know, sir. 

Senator WELKER. You have worked in vice, homicide—you 
done general police work ¢ 

Mr. Buttock. -Yes, sir. 

Senator Wei_ker. But you have had many citations ¢ 

Mr. Butiock. I have had commendations: yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. I asked you those questions as you perhaps 


sumed. Your memory seems to pretty sharp on them, on your 


police work, how long you served as a private and sergeant, and s 
torth, but your memory is quite f: wale with respect to these financi 
transactions. I will be perfectly frank with you, in view of yo 
explanation as to your ill health; that is the reason why I asked y 
I want to be eminently fair with you. In many of the answers as y 
gave them, you did hesitate, and I want the record to show that yo 
were thinking about the dates that I inquired about. 

Mr. Butxock. I had a slip made out that I intended to bring wit 
me, thought that might come out, and I could— 


Senator Werxer. It is hard to remember those things. I admit 


but. Mr. Inspector, as to the interrogation that has come out he: 
today, as I have heretofore said, I wish you could help this committ: 
more than you have. 

Mr. Bu.txock. I wish I could. 

Senator Weiker. This idea of passing the ball back and forth fro 


my wife, maybe she did it or maybe she did not, it just does not look 
well to a man who occupies the inspec tor’s rank of one of the majo! 


police departments of this Nation. That is all. 


Mr. Bauman. Now, during the 6 months’ period, Inspector, during 


which we have just accounted for every one of your checks you on! 


drew 15 checks in 6 months against your bank account at the Seat 
Pleasant Bank, did you not? The records indicate that, Inspecto 


Mr. Butiock. If the records indicate it. 


Mr. Bauman. Now, according to the records six of these checks 0! 


your own account, each in the amount of $150 and totaling $900, repr 
sented alimony to your first wife, Viola Bullock; is that correct ? 

Mr. Buitock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And the records also show that $100 in two che 
went for cemetery lots in the joint name of Albert I. Bullock and Hel: 
H. Hill, your present wife; is that correct ? 

Mr. Buttock. I was paying for those lots; yes, sir. 


} 


Mr. Bauman. And one check, according to the records, went fo! 
additional Federal taxes—one check according to the record went fo! 


insurance—one for contributions—one in the amount of $11.29 
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Limerick’s Gas Station—all of these, according to the records—and 
you gave your present wife a check for $2,000 to help her buy her home 
. Bethesda, and the balance of $34.89 in two checks—the balance of 
5 checks is made up by two chec ‘ks totaling $34.89. Not one check, 
: spector, was drawn on your account during that 6 months’ period to 

Cash.” So that during this entire period, Inspec tor, according to the 
aioale your account and your pay checks all of your living expenses 
must have ‘been paid by cé¢ ash 3 i is that right ? 

Mr. Buxtxiock. It must have been paid by cash, if they weren’t paid 
by check. 

“The CuHarrMAN. Inspector, during this same period you paid your 
first wife from 1946 to 1949 alimony of $150 a month / 

Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Was that paid in cash or by check ? 

Mr. Buntiock. It was paid by check. He just read. 

Mr. Bauman. Those were paid by check. 

During this same 6 months’ period, Inspector, from January 
through June 1948, not only were you not living off your pay checks, 
or out of your bank account, but you were managing to make cash de- 


posits duri Ing this 6 months’ per iod. As a matter of fact, ace ording to 


the records on March 30, 1948, you deposited S820 in cash into your 
account, 10 days later, Inspector, you deposited $130 in cash into this 
account. And according to the records on June 9, 1948, $60 in cash in 
your account. In other words, during this period of time, Inspector, 


} your pay checks were not going for your living expenses. No amount 


of money drawn from your bank account was going for your living 
expenses, and you deposited the total of $1,010 in your account. 

How did you manage to live for that 6 months’ period ¢ 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the money to live during that 6 
months’ period ? 

Mr. Butiock. The only way I can see I got it from her. If you have 
accounted for all of mine. 

Senator Weiker. I have wasted about as much time as I want to 
listen to this and I say, passing the ball back and forth. If counsel 
wants to interrogate the witness any further, all right. He has indi- 

cated that he cannot help us on this matter. So far as lam personally 
concerned I think we are wasting the committee’s time. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair concurs in that opinion. 

Mr. Bauman. May I have a recess? I want to look at the records. 

Senator WeLKer. The witness is not able to help on these matters. 
So it is just repetition. 

The Cuarrman, Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Now during this same 6 months’ period did you give 
your wife any money to deposit in her account ? 

Mr. Bu.tock. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Bauman. That is the period, you remember, on which March 

2) she deposited a thousand dollars in cash. As a matter of fact, she 
deposited in that period a total of $1,050 in that 6 months’ period- 
in just the month of March in 1948—did you give her any of that 


’ 


money 4 
Mr. Buttock. Not that I remember. 
Mr. Bauman. Are you saying you do not remember ! 
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Mr. Butiock. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Asa matter of fact, the total amount of $1,870 in ca: 
which was deposited in your account and in your present w ife’s acco 
in March was all your money, was it not, Inspector / 

Mr. Butxiock. What is that? 

Mr. Bauman. I am saying the total of $1,870 in cash which was 
deposited in your account and in your wife’s account, the grand tot 
in that 1 month was all your money, is that not correct / 

Mr. Butiock. No, no. 

Mr. Bauman. I am going to condense this. 

Your present wife during the same 6 months period of time, Ip. 
spector, made unexplained ‘deposits of cash in her bank account of 
$1,650. Both of you during this 6 months’ period together deposit; 
a total of $2,660 in cash. 

Where did this money come from ? 

Mr. Butxock. I don’t know where it came from. I don’t know where 
her cash come from. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did your cash come from ? 

Mr. Butiock. The only cash I had was 

Mr. Bauman. I am sorry. This is exactly the question that the 
Senator asked me not to keep asking and I did before I quite realized 

Senator Werxer. That is all right. 

The CuarrkMan. You mean the record shows there was $2,600 de- 
posited in this period in cash in excess of the salary checks which bot) 
these parties received ? 

Mr. Bauman. We have accounted for all of his salary checks, 
Senator. 

The CHatrman. My recollection is that we accounted for her 
yesterday. 

Mr. Bauman. Except those in the month of May that went into he: 
checking account and are accounted for. 

The CHarrman. The $2,600 cash deposited is totally unaccounted 
for? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

‘The CnatrmMan. Inspector, you have no explanation ? 

Mr. Buttock. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. That is simply amazing. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, with regard to the manner in which yo 
filled out this questionnaire you estimated that the total cost of wea 
ing apparel for you and your wife in 1945 through 1951 was $150 
each year; is that right ? 

Mr. Buttock. That is what I thought it was, approximately. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, Inspector, you knew that during 9 mont 
of 1951 you and your wife paid out on your several charge accounts 
various department stores in Washington, D. C., over $1 000. 

Mr. Butiock. I do not know that. She paid those bills. I didnt 

Mr. Bauman. That is over six times the amount that you estimated 
you spent. 

Senator We._ker. Now, counsel, in fairness to the witness I am cer 
tain the statement that a man and wife could live for a year and }) 
clothes at $150 a year, certainly should not be taken against this 
witness. There is not a man in the United States who could buy and 
live and have clothing at $150 a year. 
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Mr. Bauman. Normally I would not even mention it. 

Senator WELKER. That clearly in my opinion is a mistake on the 
part of the witness. We know that no man could do so. He could 
not buy jeans for $150 a year for himself and his wife. So let us not 
take time on that, because I think it is reasonable to assume that most 
people have to pay much more than that, especially people of this man’s 
prominence. 

Mr. Bauman. In yesterday’s hearing there are a large number of 


instances where a number of these questions were answered in just this 


sume manner, And while, if this were the only one I would certainly 
not have asked it. I think I owe you the expl: ins ition of saying that 
there has been instance after instance where this man’s questionnaire 

did not reflect his activities, which were dug up by the subcommittee 

staff. 

Senator WeLker. You know my conscientious objection to your 
famous questionnaire. I have never been able to go along with you 
on that. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes,sir. Iam wellaware of it. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record. ) 

Mr, Bauman. Do you know, Inspector Bullock, that your personnel 

file at the Metropolitan Police Department contains no written 

matter of any kind from February 10, 1947, to March 3, 1948? 

Mr. Butxock. Contains what ? 

Mr. Bauman. I say, all of the papers are missing wee your per- 
sonnel file for the period February 10, 1947, to March 3, 1948. Did 
you know that those papers were missing from your file? 

Mr. Buttock. No, sir; I never went in my file. 

Mr. BAuMAN. Have you ever seen—— 

The Cuarrman. Who has the custody of that file ? 

Mr. Bauman. It was obtained from the Metropolitan Police De- 
partment. Before that the district attorney’s office had it for a while. 
And my recollection is that there was a note in the file, made by some- 
body in the district attorney’s office, that papers for this per iod were 
missing from this man’s file at the time they received it. 

The Carman. Who was the Superintendent of the Police De- 
partment of the District of Columbia at the time in question 4 

Mr. Bauman. Maj. Robert V. Murray. 

Senator WELKER. At the time the papers were missing / 

Mr. Bauman. During part of this period Major Callahan was 
the major -superintendent and during the other part of the period, be- 
tween February 10, 1947, and M: arch 3, 1948, Maj. Robert Barrett was 
the major-superintendent. 

Mr. Forp. May I suggest that it may be that at the time of his 
indictment and trial the district attorney in preparing his case may 
have sent for these papers. Does he have a note of that? 

Mr. Bauman. I think you did not understand. I said there was a 
note in his file made by a member of the district attorney’s staff to 
~ effect that when the district attor ney received his file the papers for 

he per iod from Februar Vv 10, 1947. to Mare *h 3, 1948, were then missing 
oa the file. 

The Cuarrman. You mean from Inspector Bullock’s file? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 
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Mr. Buttock. What papers would be in there that are supposed ¢ 
be missing ? 

Mr. Bauman. Any and all papers, orders, commendations, discip]i. 
nary records, anything that is normally in your police record. 

Mr. Buttock. There was no disc iplinary record. 

Mr. Bauman. I am not suggesting that. You asked me what ty), 
of papers. . 

Mr. Buttock. I have no knowledge of that. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Inspector, you were paid as a captain $191.7; 
every 2 weeks; is that not about right ? 

Mr. Butiock. That is about the salary, I think. It changed 
there somewhere. 

Mr. Bauman. According to our records, you received your pa 
checks regularly and were ‘able to hold them for very long periods of 
time without depositing them. For instance, on December 22, 114), 
® days before Christmas, you received, according to the 1 ecords, S19] 
pay check and you did not deposit it until April 13, 1950; in othe: 
words, you held that pay check for a period of 15 weeks. 

You were next paid on January 6, 1950, and you did not deposit 
that check until May 29, 1950, which means, Inspector, that pine ng 
to the records you he ld onto a $191 pay check for a period of 1s 
weeks—414 months—before you cashed that pay check. How. wer 
you able to do that ? 

Mr. Buttock. Well, I cashed the other ones, didn’t I? The ones in 
between—in between ? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, we have prepared a schedule showing the 
period of time which you held these pay checks, ranging from 2 weeks 
to 414 months, a total of 18 weeks, and I now show it to you and 
inform you that that schedule was prepared from the original record 
in each case—namely, your bank check or from appropriate deposits 
in other words, the official records. 

At this time, I should like to offer that statement in evidence. 

The CuatrMan, It will be made a part of the record. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Bullock Exhibit No, 56”, 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

The CrarrMan. Inspector, if you have any explanation, please 
make it? 

Mr. Butxock. I have no explanation. 

Mr. Bauman. The exhibit is in the record. 

Mr. Forp. May he keep this one, or shall he give it back? 

Mr. Bauman. I have no objection. 

Senator Weiker. Let him have it. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness, Senator. 
[ think that the exhibit speaks for itself, Senator. 

Sen: itor Wevker. He says he has no explanation. 

Mr. Bauman. He says he has no explanation. He has asked for 
copy, and we have given it to him. 

Mr. Forp. I asked if he could kee »p the one you handed him. 

Mr. Bauman. Just one last question, Inspector. 

This exhibit, Bullock Exhibit 56, indicates that you managed to 
hold pay checks for period ranging from 2 weeks to periods like 4 
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15, and 18 weeks. 


fore you cashed or deposited them—do you have any explanation as to 


ihow you were able to do that ? 


Mr. Butxiock. I don’t remember the circumstances under which that 
was done, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions at this time, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. Inspector, this exhibit shows that you withheld 
checks as indicated by counsel’s last question for long periods of time, 
through 1946, 1947, 1948, 1949, 1950, and until September 19, 1951. 
Can you explain your unusual delays in using these checks? 

Mr. Butxock. I can’t remember why I would do that. 

The Cuamman. You cannot explain why you withheld them so 

i¢ from circulation or how you obtained money with which to pay 
your expenses during these periods when you were having no salary 


Schecks cashed ? 


Mr. Butnock. As Senator Welker says, you do not like me to 
say things about my wife, but that is probably how we did. We prac- 
tically- —well, I ate at her oe e for years be fore we was married and 
I really don’t remember why in the world I would hold them up. 

Mr. Bauman. May I say, Senator, that my own personal reaction 
as counsel of this committee is exactly the same as that which has 
rarious members of the committee this morning. 
I do not believe that this witness has made an honest statement before 
this committee. 

It is my personal feeling and judgment that he has sought to evade 
the answering of questions by the constant and repeated use over a 
>and, “I don’t remember.’ 

[t is my feeling that he has done this deliberately. 

Accordingly, I want to recommend, if I may do so. without being 
out of order, that the record in this case be forwarded to the Board of 
they feel 
mecessary. 

The Cuarmman. That will be done. 
‘to the district attorney. 

Senator Welker, have you any comment? 

Senator Weixer. Well, I cert: ainly agree with everything that coun- 
selhas said. I hesitate to prejudge a man. Iam not satisfied with his 
testimony. I think he has been evasive. He has offered me the ex- 
planation that he is not well, but I think what we do with this file 
should be fully discussed by the ec ommittee, 

[ am more impressed with the chairman’s suggestion that it might 

(oto the grand jury than I am to the District Commissioners, because 
th ave felt, and I still feel, that if there is malfeasance in the Police 
D P artment here, the fault of a lot of that malfeasance lies right at 
the doorstep of the District Commissioners. And after all of these 
long years, a gentleman by the name of Bauman from New York, 
4 Senator by the name of Neely from West Virginia, Hunt of Wyo- 

ming, Pastore of Rhode Island, and Welker of Idaho must come in 
here and clean up a mess that should have been apparent to the 
District Commissioners, and I do not care who the "y were. That should 
have been apparent long, long ago. 

ee I will do anything that is right and just in this matter 

think we should discuss it. 


§4273—52— pt. 92 92 


The record should also be sent 


but I 
As a matter of fact, I am not familiar 
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with yesterday’s testimony. I have not read it, but I will by the ting (Dis 
we meet age un, Sen: 
The shocking example that has been brought out here today ani That 
on prior days may be very embarrasing for. people who take pri entitle 
in the Metropolitan Police Department. for ite 
The Cuatrman. The Chair fully concurs in the statement of thf [am n 
distinguished Senator from Idaho. During the years embraced i) there | 
the committee’s investigation, the Commissioners certainly should feel th 
have known what was going on in the Police Department and should The 
have protected the District of Columbia against the malfeasance, the pe 
graft and disgrace from which Washington has long suffered. Tha proud 
some of the Commissioners have, in the past, been most reprehensibly {i wholes 
derelict in the matter of stamping out crime in Washington is now fi of this 
a humiliating matter of common knowledge. The 
The Chair, after many years of impatience and many complaints, Mr. 
is at last happy to be able to voice his complete confidence in the Dis The 
trict of Columbia’s present Board of Commissioners. The 
Senator Wetxer. I have one more observation. (WI 
In fairness, Mr. Chairman, to the witness Bullock, I want to say 
that he is not the only witness who is an insulter of the intelligene: 
of every member of this committee and the staff, by coming befi 
us and passing the blame to his wife and ope1 rating financially by 
ear, as I might say. I say it is an insult to the intelligence of anyone 
on this committee or the staff, because it just is not done that wa 
and I want the record to show that. I am not saying, Inspector, 1 
you are the only one to be criticized, but these officers who have com: 
up here and said, “Well, my w ife may have done it—we handled that 
cash,” or, “I sold the car.’ 
It has just about reached the end of my patience. I have bee 
pretty good friend of every witness on this stand. It is just beyond 
the ropes, so far as I am concerned. 
Mr. Forv. Mr. Chairman, may I make a request on behalf of my 
client? May I obtain a copy of this testimony, provided I pay fo 
it myself? May I finish? Yesterday I made the request of Senate 
Pastore at the time he was presiding, and he said that he desi 
not to grant it at that time because he felt that the committee | 
made some ruling and he wanted to be consistent and_folloy 
that ruling of the committee heretofore. I would well see that 
he granted it to me I would have had the opportunity last night of 
having read it, but I am asking now that it is all over, becaus 
involves. as you will see, a considerable matter of accounting. 
I do not want to go into the details of accounting with what 
I know about it, but I think in fairness that I am justified in asking, 
Mr. Chairman, if at our cost I may obtain a copy. 
Mr. Bauman. I have no objection to it, Senator. 
Mr. Forp. May I put a condition on that, incidentally? 1 
want to put a condition on it that inasmuch as it has been an ex! 
tive session that the copy that I get will not be released or discus 
with anyone except myself and my client until the time comes \ 
the committee decides itself to release whatever in the committ 
judgment it feels it should release. 
I want to put that condition on myself, too. 
The Cuarrman. Off the record. 
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(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Weiker. I want the record to be per fectly clear on this: 
That I think counsel is entitled to a copy of this—any witness is 
entitled to a copy of the proceedings, especii ally sinc e he offers to pay 
for it, but I join in the distinguished chairman’s off the record that 
Jam not going to be a party of hiding any executive meetings, because 


} there has been something wrong here. People who build fires will 


feel the heat, if there has | been. 

The best thing this committee could do would = ) portray to 
the people of the District of Columbia and this Nation, who are 
proud of this Nation’s Capital, something that does not look very 

wholesome on the cold-blooded black and white type, as it comes out 
of this committee. 

The CHarrMAN. Inspector Bullock, you are excused. 

Mr. Forp. Are we excused ? 

The CHarRMAN. Yes; you are. 

The hearing is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 11:20 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 28, 1952 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Disrricr or CoLuMBIA 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFoRCEMENT. 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee convened at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to Se ‘ptembe r 13,1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.) in room P—38, Capitol Buil ling, Senator Matthew 
M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely and Hunt. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee, 
ind Harold Solomon, associate counsel. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I introduce into the record at this 
time in evidence certain statements and other documents to which 
reference has been made throughout the entire course of this inquiry. 
And I do so, so that they will be available for reproduction in the 
final committee report. (Material referred to in subcommittee files. ) 

First is a statement by Louis Henry Singleton, dated December 27, 
1951. 

Second is a statement of Virginia Young, dated December 28, 1951. 

Third is a statement of Jeff Thomas, dated December 12, 1951. 

Fourth is a statement of Maurice A. Newsome, dated December 13, 
1951. 

Fifth is a statement of Hazel Terry, dated December 17, 1951. 

Sixth is a statement of Audrey Dixon, dated December 18, 1951. 

Seventh is a statement of Sherman A. Berry, dated December 19, 
1951. 

Next is a statement of Robert Jackson, dated December 27, 1951. 
Next is a statement of Wallace Goodwin, dated December 29, 1951. 
Next is a statement of James William Arrington, dated January 5, 

1952. 

Next is a statement of Sarah Mears Hall, dated January 8, 1952. 

And the last is the statement of Frederick Cecil Woods, dated 
December 20, 1951. 

[ introduce into evidence the financial questionnaire submitted to 
this committee by Albert Ignatius Bullock. 

I also offer in evidence the financial questionnaire of Hialmar H. 
Carper. 

Will you call Inspector Beach, please ? 

The witness has reviously been sworn, Senator. 

The CHarmman. You have been sworn? 

Mr. Bracn. Yes, sir. 
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TESTIMONY OF BEVERLY C. BEACH, INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAy 
POLICE DEPARTMENT; ACCOMPANIED BY WALLACE L. SCHv. 
BERT, COUNSEL 


The C HAIRMAN. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Schubert, you are a member of the bar of Wa 
ington, D. C., and you are here representing the witness, Beverl) Cc 
Beach; is that correct ? 

Mr. Scuvserr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bavcman. Inspector Beach, as the chairman has indicated to 
you, you have previously been sworn? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You recognize that any testimony you now give 
under the same oath that was administered to you previously ; is t 
correct ? 

Mr. Bracn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach, so that the record of your entire 
testimony before this subcommittee, both in January and at this tin me, 
is perfectly clear, let me show you the original of your financial ques. 
tionnaire and ask you if you submitted that to the office of the sub- 
committee on or about November 20, 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. Could I have just a moment, please? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. The question was, Inspector, whether si 
is the original of the questionnaire that you submitted to the subcon 
mittee office on November 20, 1951. 

Mr. Beacu. The front page is. The rest of it I assume is; I don't 
know. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you examine it, please, and advise the committee 
whether it is or is not? 

Mr. Bracu. Page by page? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Breacu. We will acknowledge it. 

Mr. Bauman. I would rather have a direct answer to the _ ion, 
Inspector: Is that the questionnaire which you submitted to the office 
of the subcommittee ? 

Mr. Beacu. We acknowledge it is. 

Mr. Bauman. I call your attention to the acknowledgement on 
page 27 in that questionnaire and ask you whether you supplied full 
and complete information in each answer and swore to the truth of 
those answers before a notary public of the District of Columbia 
named Josephine A. Sterling? 

Mr. Beracn. I will qualify that, sir, by saying that at the time this 
questionnaire was submitted this was the best information I had avail- 
able, to the best of my knowledge and belief, in keeping with what I 
thought the questionnaire desired. 

Mr. Bauman. Are the answers contained in that questionnaire true! 

Mr. Bracu. To the best of my knowledge and belief, with this w 
derstanding, that I had to draw my own conclusions as to just what 
the questionnaire wanted, and those are what I inserted. If there ar 
mistakes, then there are mistakes. 

The CuatrrMan. Then, Inspector, according to your understanding, 
the answers shown on your questionnaire were true when you made 
them and are true now? 


~ 
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POLITAY Mr. Beacu. And as I construed them, sir. 
L. SCHV. Mr. BAUMAN. Inspector Beach, you and your wife are both em- 
Joved; is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say that you and your wife—both of 
of Wash- you—spend each week on the average for such sundry omee nses as 
everly ( lunches, laundry, dry cleaning, ga isoline and oil for your car, carfares, 

~~ BBnewspapers, magazines, cigarettes, barber-shop an d be: sty alti eX- 
penses about $30 a week ? 
icated to | Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 

Mr. ScuuserT. Would you refer to the question on the question- 

naire ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. I shall at such time as I am asking about a specific 

question, but I am not now so doing. 
Mr. ee Based on a yearly average, what would that be? 

. \UMAN. I would say it would be about $1,500 for vour lunches 
Ir entire d poe ‘ket moneys and gas and oil and carfares and dry cleaning, 
his time, |e undry, and ever ‘ything e else. reo 
‘ial ques. Mr. Bracu. Fifty- -two times thirty is what? _ 
the sub- Mr. BauMAN. Fifty-two times thirty would be $1,560. 

Mr. Beacu. It could not be correct. 

Mr. Bauman. What would you say it was? 
ther that Mr. Beacu. About a thousand. 

Mr. Bauman. A thousand dollars? 
| Mr. Beacu. Yes. 
: T dont Mr, Bauman. That would be—— . 

Mr. Beacu. That would be, of course, not in keeping with the ques- 
tionnaire for the reason at that time we had no opportunity to esti- 
mate our expenditures. 

= Bauman. I have not indicated that there is anything wrong 

ith the questionnaire. 

s Bracu. I would like—do you mind if I say that? 

Mr. BauMAN. Well, I do not mind, but I see no point to it because 
nobody is criticizing any such figure. We are trying to arrive at a 
figure. 

Mr. Bracu. All right; we will proceed from then. 

: Mr. Bauman. You would say, roughly, about $20 a week between 
et en your wife and yourself—you said about a thousand dollars. 
ae Mr. Beacu. Or less. 
ruth of @ Mr. Bauman. Is that correct? Let us understand —— 
olumbia Mr. Beacu. Let us si ay $1,000 per annum. 

- .. Me Mr. Bauman. During the year 1951, Inspector, your wife took home 

— this each week a salary of : about $65 in cash; is that correct ? 

ad rs Mr. Beacn. I don’t know. 

_ wae Mr. Bauman. Well, I do. It is $64 and change. Would you say 

that is correct ? 

we true! Mr. Beacu. No. 

his w Mr. Bauman. Do you not know what your wife earns, Inspector ? 

ist what He Mr. Brac. Approximately only. 

here are Mr. Bauman. Approximately, what do you think your wife earned? 
Mr. Bracu. She earns $75 a week. 

tanding, Mr. Bauman. If the records of Pope, Ballard & Loos, at which she 

pu made is employed, indicate that during the year 1951 she took home each 


subcom- 


ymmittee 


quest 10n, 
the ( iffice 
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week a salary of about $65 a week, would you say that that was 
fact ? 

Mr. Breacu. No. I would say—I wouldn’t say it is a fact. I woul 
say it is a very close approximation. 

Mr. Scuvsert. The figures speak for themselves. 

Mr. Bracn. The figures speak for themselves. 

Mr. Bauman. I understand, but I am interested in the extent of 
your cooperation, which I think is demonstrated by the attitude yo, 
have already taken in answering when I ask whether or not you hiay 
any idea of whether your wife earns approximately $65 a week, 
know what she earns. 

Mr. Beacu. She is paid in cash. 

Mr. Bauman. About $65 a week. 

Mr. Beacu. Somewhere between $65 and $70. 

Mr. Bauman. The records of the law firm to which I have just 
made reference show that Mrs. Beach took home each week in 1))| 
about $65 a week in cash. She was paid in cash. 

Mr. Scuvunert. They have the records. Why not submit the records! 

Mr. Bauman. Just a minute. 

Senator, we are not trying a law case, and if we are going to have 
constant interruptions from counsel, I think it will retard matters 
very badly. I shall introduce such records at such time as I fee] nee. 
essary. No other counsel has been afforded this privilege, and I object 
to being delayed in this manner. 

Mr. Scnusert. I am only trying to be helpful. I am not here t 
impede the committee at all. I just want to be helpful. 

Mr. Bauman. For your information, I might say in case you have 
any doubt as to the figure that two partners of the law firm at which 
Mrs. Beach is employed called at the office. 

Mr. Scnvsert. I am not questioning your figures. I am just sug. 
gesting a way to shorten this, if possible. 

The CuAtrman. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. In those cases where we have the actual records we 
shall produce them. 

Your wife’s salary of $65 a week in effect is used to pay the sun- 
dries of about $20 a week, and during the year 1951 were used to pay 
about $35 a week for food consumed in your home, according to the 
answer in the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bracu. That is incorrect. 

Mr. Bauman. You now have a better recollection, Mr. Beach, of 
what you spent in 1951 than you had in 1951; is that what you want 
the committee to know ? 

Mr. Bracu. I now have figures. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you have accumulated som 
sort of an estimate that you did not have at the time these expenses 
were going on? 

Mr. Breacu. I have had 6 months to do this. 

Mr. Bauman. And you also had 3 months before you came to the 
committee in January in which you could have amended your ques 
tionnaire; is that correct? 

Mr. Scuusert. I do not like that inference. 

Mr. Bracu. I do not like to be yelled at. 

The Cuarrman. All concerned will please be in order. 
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Mr. Beacu. I think we 
down. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Was the amount spent for food in your home dur- 
ing the year 1951 $35 a week? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you now claim it was? 

Mr. Beacu. Approximately $20, including telephone. 


voice is 


‘an keep the decorum going. My 


The ex- 
er we have kept 
accurate records, over a period of 3 months, food, laundry, dry clean- 
+, and I have 
ficures here to substantiate that. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you seriously contending, Inspector—and let 
the record show that my voice is down—that the total amount of 
money on which two human beings lived in the year 1951, for the 
purposes for which you have just mentioned, is $20 a week ¢ 

Mr. Scuvusert. Let us adhere to the exact—— 

The Cnarrman. Mr. Attorney, please state your objections 
the subeommittee will rule on them. 

Mr. Beacu. I would like for the record to show, if you do not mind, 
Mr. Senator, that Mr. Schubert has represented my family over a 
period of years and he has a very mutual interest in our affairs. I 
know that Mr. Schubert may feel very strongly about this, and I will 


and 


F instruct Mr. Schubert right now to stay out of this for the time being. 


And I am perfectly 

The CHarrman. You do not have to instruct him to stay out of it. 
and privileges here and they will be properly protected. 

Mr. Beacw. Surely; I appreciate that. 

Mr. Scuupert. May I make a statement? 

The CHatrman. You may. 

Mr. Scuuserr. Let us adhere to the facts. If the witness makes a 
statement, let the counsel dispute the statement that he makes. That 
Tam not arguing this here at all. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say that the nature 
and the extent of the manner in which my examination is conducted 
will be determined by the Chair and by the committee and not by coun- 


'sel for the witness. 


Mr. Scuvsert. It was only asuggestion, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. You did not buy or sell any cars in 1951? 

Mr. Bracu. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Or borrow any money in 1951? 

Mr. Bracn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you borrow money in 1951? 
Mr. Beacn. I borrowed in 1951 a total of $3,050. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom? 


Mr. Bracn. I did not borrow it. I borrowed $1,500 from—just a 


' moment, I am mistaken there—I didn’t borrow any money in 1951. 


Mr. Bauman. Did yousell any real estate in 1951? 

Mr. Bracu. In 1951? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Bracn. Do you mind if I refer to these records at all? 
Mr. Bauman. Not at all. 
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Mr. Bracu. I have an accounting sheet. It will only take a mo. 
ment. In 1951 my records show that I did borrow $3,050. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom, sir? 

Mr. Beacu. $1,500 of that would be from the Hamilton—I meay 
the National Bank of Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that? 

Mr. Bracu. It must have been about December of 1951 and I bor. 
rowed it and put up this collateral of $1,500 note that my brother owed 
me and a $4,000 first trust note. 

Mr. Bauman. That would have been around December ? 

Mr. Beacu. I think it was. I am not sure of that. I could be mis. 
taken on that. 

Mr. Bauman. And from whom did you say you borrowed it, the 
National Bank of Washington? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes; that could possibly be the Ist of January 1952, 


and my figures here could be inaccurate, but in any event it is stil] | 


borrowed. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you sell any real estate in 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. In 1951, no. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you redeem any savings bonds? 

Mr. Beacu. No. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Inspector, what is your final conclusion about 
having borrowed money in 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. That is why I had to go back to my records. 

The Cuarrman. You looked at a paper and said in effect, “I was 
mistaken; I did not borrow any in 1951.” You now look at another 
record and say that you did. On which of these statements do you 
stand ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. My best recollection is that I did. 

The Cuarrman. That you did? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. That is your final answer? 

Mr. Breacu. My best recollection is that I did, and I think coun- 
sel has had access to those records. They probably know. 

Mr. Bauman. If you borrowed any money in 1951, that would have 
been before—rather, that would have been after December 1? 

Mr. Beacu. The questionnaire? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; after the questionnaire. Is that correct? 

Mr. Breacu. It would be after the peepee. 

Mr. Bauman. The records of the National Bank of Washington, 
D. C., indicate or show that your semimonthly pay check was (e- 
posited regularly in your checking account throughout 1951, with 
one exception. ‘The exception was your second August pay check 
which you cashed. 

I want to show you those pay checks and ask you if that is the case. 

Mr. Breacn. The records speak for themselves. If that is the ree- 
ords of the bank and those can be substantiated before the committee, 
I accept them. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, those are the records, and I ask you whether 
your recollection is to ‘the contrary ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. I have no recollection to the contrary. 

Mr. Bauman. You do not deny the accuracy of the records wl nich 
show that or of the checks themselves; is that correct ? 
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Mr. Beacu. If those are the bank records, I am perfectly willing to 
accept them. 

Mr. Bauman. I will offer Inspector Beach’s pay checks for the first 
9 months of 1951 in evidence at this time as Beach exhibit No. 1. 

Mr. Beacn. That is going beyond the questionnaire, of course. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir? 

Mr. Beacu. That is beyond the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir; that is just for the first 9 months, to October 
1, 1951. 

The Cuairman. All exhibits presented by the subcommittee’s coun- 
sel, Mr. Bauman, will be made a part of the record. 

(The checks were marked “Beach Exhibit No. 1” and will be found 
in the files of the committee. 

Mr. Bauman. During 1951 you and your wife had two joint ac- 
counts at the Perpetual Buil ling Association, Washington, D. C.; 
is that pli ¢ 

Mr. Breacnu. Yes, 

Mr. BAUMAN. The Se of the bank show that usually between 
the 23d and the 27th of each month the sum of about $50 was de- 
posited in each account at the Perpetual Building Association, a 
total of about $100 a month ? 

Mr. Bracu. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAuMAN. Those deposits in those two accounts at the Perpetual 
were in cash; were they not ¢ 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Were all of them cash, Inspector ? 

Mr. Bracu. So far as I know. My wife makes those deposits, but 
so far as I know they were cash. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 1, 1951, you had an estimated cash on 
hand of $300; is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. You mean in pocket, I suppose ? 

Mr. Bauman. Anywhere. 

Mr. Breacu. Well, I’d say I probably had that. 

Mr. Bauman. Is your answer “Yes”? 

Mr. Beacu. My answer is—to my best recollection, it would be yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Nevertheless, 1 day later, on January 2, 1951, you 
caused an account to be opened in the name of your daughter, Beverly 
L. Beach, at the National Bank of Washington, by depositing a thou- 
sand dollars in cash ? 

Mr. Beacu. Would that be—when did you say ? 

Mr. Bauman. January 2, 1951. 

Mr. Bracu. I did open an account there for her; yes, and you have 
the check there. 

Mr. B. Aum AN. I now show you a deposit slip showing that on 
January 2, 1951, you deposited in that bank $1,000 in cash. 

Mr. Beacu. That is not my signature. 

Mr. Bauman. I know it is not. 

Mr. Bracu. I do not 

Mr. Bauman. That is the official bank record and is a duplicate 
original deposit slip. 

Mr. Beacn. This is probably a duplicate that the bank made out. 

Mr. Bauman. More than likely, but the thousand dollars is reflected 
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in your checking account, I might say, so that $1,000 in cash wa; 


deposited on January 2, 1951; is that correct? 
Mr. Beacu. That would be correct, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. I offer it in evidence as Beach Exhibit No. 2. 
The CHarrMan. It is so ordered. 
(The deposit slip was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 2” 
found _in the files of the subcommittee.) 


~ 


Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the thousand dollars you deposited 


on that date? 
Mr. Beacn. It was withdrawn from one of our bank accounts, | 


all probability it was withdrawn from the Potomac Savings Bank 


Mr. Bauman. Which one? 


Mr. Beacn. It was in all probability withdrawn from the Hamilton 


National Bank. 


Mr. Bauman. Inspector, on that date there was $400 in cash with. 


drawn from the Hamilton National Bank, but there was $600 more i) 
cash deposited which was not withdrawn from that bank. 

Mr. Bracn. That day? 

Mr. BauMaANn. That day or anytime near that date. 

Mr. Beacu. How far back, sir? 


Mr. Bauman. The last withdrawal from your account, Mr. Beach, 


was approximately 2 months before that. 
Mr. Beacu. Of course, my wife gets a Christmas bonus of about $35 
ayear. Idrawa paycheck. She drew a check. 
add up to that amount. 
Mr. Bauman. Your pay check 
Mr. Beacu. Would go in the bank; sure. 
Mr. Bauman. Was not cashed. 
Mr. Beacu. It was deposited. 
bank the check was deposited in. 
Mr. Bauman. Perhaps I have not made myself clear. 
Mr. Beacu. I don’t think you have. 
Mr. Bauman. All right; let me try again. 





leaves you $600 which you had in cash. 


Mr. Beacu. I thought you said a moment ago that was a check drawn 


for that thousand. 
Mr. Bauman. No, sir; no. 
Mr. Beacu. Did you look through those checks to see that ? 
Mr. Bauman. There was a check drawn for $400. 
Mr. Beacu. Oh, I see what you mean. 


Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon; there was a withdrawal from 
the Hamiliton National Bank in the amount of $400. One thousand 


dollars was deposited in cash on that same day, Inspector. 


Mr. Bracu. Just a moment ago I thought you said it was a check. 


Mr. Bauman. The National Bank of Washington. 


Mr. Beacu. You look through those checks; see if you don’t find 
a thousand dollars drawn on the National Bank of Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Bauman. Is there any such withdrawal by check? 
Mr. Bracn. The deposit was not by check. 

Mr. Bauman. Just 
Mr. Beacn. To see if that deposit was not by check. 





and will by 


Probably just about 


The check was drawn on the same 


A thousand dollars was 
deposited in cash, not in pay checks, checks of any kind, $400 was 
withdrawn from your account in the Hamilton National Bank. That 
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Mr. BauMAN. The reason I asked. 

Mr. Beacu. You have the checks; I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. The official bank ‘record indicates that the deposit 
was made in the National Bank of Washington, $1,000 in cash. 

Mr. Scuvusert. May I inquire whether the bank records show 
whether that was by check or cash? 

Mr. Bauman. You may examine it. It is offered in evidence. 

Mr. Scuusert. I object to this as being conclusive; that it was in 
cash, because it was just part of the record keeping. That would 
not show that the deposit was in cash or by check. That is not con- 
clusive. 

The CuarrmMan. The objection is overruled. Banks do not often 
credit anything but cash, as such. 

Mr. Beacu. It would be unusual. It is possible, of course. 

Mr. Bauman. To answer your previous question, Inspector, the 
last withdrawal from your account at the National Bank of Wash- 
ington was on Dec ember 19, 1950, and was in the amount of $85. 

Mr. Beacu. How about the Building and Loan? 

Mr. Bauman. The National Bank of Washington ? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the one you just asked me about ? 

Mr. Beacu. No; the Perpetual Building and Loan. 

Mr. Bauman. The one account at the Perpetual indicates no with- 
drawals at any time from September of 1949—I mean, until this 
| period—and the other account at the Perpetual indicates no with- 
drawals from August 30, 1949, through December 28, 1950—no with- 
drawals at all. 

Where did that $600 come from ? 

Mr. Breacu. Well, I could probably account for around $790 of 
It. 

Mr. Bauman. I would appreciate hearing it. 

Mr. Beacu. $400 from the bank. 

Mr. Bauman. Right. 

Mr. Beacn. $350 bonus check that my wife got at Christmas-time, 
plus a pay check would just about make it. I probably drew a cash 
check on my bank during that time; I don’t know. You have that. 

Mr. Bauman. I might say, Inspector, that I am not going to attempt 
to mislead because I am well aware of the fact that after this hear- 
ing is over you may very well want to examine the records and the 
slips and everything else. 

Mr. Beacu. I have no reason to. I have an accounting. 

Mr. Bauman. Or some accountant on your behalf will. 

Mr. Beacu. There will be no reason for it, sir. 

Mr. Scuusert. I wonder if we could glance at those checks again? 
You have the canceled checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Which canceled checks? 

Mr. Beacu. The ones you suggested. 

Mr. Bauman. As we come to them. 

Mr. Beacn. We have come to one already. 

Mr. Bauman. They are arranged in a different order, and you will 
have them available to you for as long as you want for examination 
during this inquiry. 
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Mr. Bracu. You, of course, appreciate that I have been seriously 
hampered in making my accounting by the fact that you had 
records. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; I am well aware of that. 

Mr. Beacu. But I do have an accounting which I shall give the 
Chair as soon as you have concluded. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 23, 1951, you deposited in your account 
at the National Bank of W ashington your pay check and you also 
deposited $200 in cash; is that correct ? 

Mr. Bracu. It is very possible. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you a deposit ticket. 

Mr. Beacu. You don’t need to. Just keep it. 

Mr. Bauman. I will offer it in evidence. 

(The document was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 3” 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Beacu. Counsel wants to see it. 

Mr. Bauman. The record 

Mr. Beacu. Counsel wants to see it. 

Mr. Scuusertr. I do not think he meant that. 
to see it. 

Mr. Breacu. I am trying to shorten this, if I can, but I am not 
trying to look at every exhibit, because 

“Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $200 in cash that you de. 


and will be 


I think we ought 


posited on this day ? 
Mr. Bracu. That would be repayment of loans in all probability. 
Mr. Bauman. Whose loan was repaid at that time? 
Mr. Beacu. Well, about that time it would be a loan from my 


brother, and there were others. 

Mr. Bauman. Which one, sir? 

Mr. Beacn. James G. Beach, and there would be other reimburse- 
ments in cash from sa who I had previously either loaned to or 
had made check disbursements that repaid me, and that is a huge 
number of those. 

Mr. Bauman. I think that we know about many of them. How 
much did James Beach give you at this time? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t know whether he actually gave it to me at that 
time. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you saying you are speculating ? 

Mr. Bracu. Speculating on that possibility ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, you do not remember where this $20 
came from, is that right? 

Mr. Brac. No; I know it was legitimate. 

Mr. Bauman. On this same day, sir, you deposited in your savings 
account at the Hamilton National Bank the sum of $250 in cash. 

Mr. Beacu. That would be a repayment of an obligation. 

Mr. Bauman. Which obligation ? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t recall. I have several, and I will enumerate 
them when the time comes. 

Mr. Bauman. I know what the obligations are, but I want to know 
which specific obligation was paid on this date. 

Mr. Beacu. Of 1951 you are referring to? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir; on January 23, 1951. 

Mr. Breacu. A year and a half ago? I wouldn't know who paid me 


that day. 
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Mr. BauMANn. You pride yourself on the records you keep. 

Mr. Beacu. I have them here, but you have my checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, you st: ted in the executive session of this year 
that you prided yourself on the records you keep. 

Mr. Beacu. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And I say that it does appear from the deposit slip 

that you did receive some payments on that day, but not in cash. You 
eae ed $185 from Steinman and $616 from Selby, but over and above 
that you deposited $ $250 in cash, 

Mr. Beacn. That would be reimbursements, I assume. 

Mr. BAuMaN. Where did you get that cash? 

Mr. Beacu. They would be reimbursements from persons who owed 
me money. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom? 

Mr. Beacu. Well, let’s see now. You want me to go through this 
at this moment ? 

Mr. Bauman. I want to know where you got the $200 or whatever 
it is that you deposited on that day—$250 that you deposited in that 


F account on that day. 


Mr. Beacn. I won’t pin myself down to any particular date. I 
will tell you that during 1951 there was reimbursements in cash to 
me for check expenditures of $2,391 during the year. In addition to 
that, we had withdrawals from the banks above deposits of $9,688.88. 
So now do we figure on $250? 

Mr. Bauman. We will come to that in a minute, but meanwhile—— 

The CuarrmMan. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

The CHatrMANn. Mr. Inspector, you have said on more than one 
occasion during the course of this examination that you received or 
might have received certain sums of money from any one of various 
persons, 

What kind of business were you in during the period under con- 
sideration ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. None except to be a police officer 

The CHatrrman. What is your explanation of your statements that 
any one of a number of persons that owed you money might have 

inished the deposit about which the committee inquired / 

ns Bracu. I was trying to clarify that. 

The CuHamrman. Counsel, it is not necessary for you to prompt the 
witness. 

Mr. Beacn. We had any number of loans. We loaned money which 
[ wish I had back, because I am having difficulty getting it. 

The CuHatrMan. Have you been generally engaged in the money- 
lending business ? 

Mr. Beacu. We would loan a person $2,000 at 414 percent interest. 
We loaned Sergeant Steinman of the Police Department $4,000 at 
414 percent interest. I bought clothes for my son and charged them to 
my account and he reimbursed without interest. 

The CHatrman. Where does your son live? 

Mr. Beacn. He lives in the District of Columbia. He lives right 
n back of me. He is married now. 

The Cuatrrman. Why did you have them charged to your account 
and have him repay you? Why did he not buy them from the seller? 
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Mr. Breacu. For the 1 
were perfectly willing, 
discount. 

The Cuatrman. Because you were a police officer ? 

Mr. Bracu. I assume so, sir. 

The Cuamman. What discount did you receive ? 

Mr. Bracu. It would average about 25 percent on clothing. 

The CuHatrman. Does that custom prevail generally here in the— 

Mr. Beacu. Police officers are not the only ones who can get dis. 
counts. 

The Cuatrman. Is it customary for stores in the District of Co. 
lumbia to give police officers from 10 to 25 percent discount on the 
price of their purchases ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir; it is for cash transactions, yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. You would buy these clothes at the reduced price 
and deliver them to your son at the price at which you bought them! 

Mr. Bracn. Yes, sir; exactly what I paid for them. 

The Carman. Or deliver them to him at a profit ? 

Mr. Bracn. No, sir. 


»ason that the people that I did business wit) 
if it was a cash transaction, to give me a goo 


The Cuatrman. Did you make similar purchases for others? 
Mr. Bracu. Not for clothing. I did buy liquor and I bought some 
other—— 
The CuHarrman. How much liquor did you buy ? 
Well, I think I have a breakdown here on one of my 


Mr. Beacu. 
sheets. 

Mr. Bauman. We were 

The Cyatrman. Yes, 
1951 ? 

Mr. Breacn. I have the figures. 

The CHatrrMan. Please state them. 

Mr. Beacn. During 1951 I bought a total of $ 
liquor. 

The Cnatrrman. How much? 

Mr. Beracn. $546.63. Of that $175 was bought for other peopl 
and the people I bought this whisky from knew that I was buying it 
for my friends and they received it for the same price that I bought 
it for. 

The Cuamrman. How much of it did you buy for yourself? 

Mr. Beacn. The remainder which would be better than $300. 

Mr. Bauman. $371.63, Senator. 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, uh-huh. 

The CuatrmMan. You consumed that $ 
own home? 

Mr. Breacn. My friends and my family. 

The CnammMan. How much? 

Mr. Bracu. Nobody gives me anything. 

The Cuatmrman. How much did you buy for friends? 

Mr. Bracu. Approximately $175. 

The CuHarrmMan. How many cases of liquor would that be? 

Mr. Beacu. That would be about four to five. 

The CHarrMAn. Four or five cases! 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You did not make any profit on that? 


talking about 1951. 
1951. How much liquor did you buy in 


3546.63 worth 


3371 worth of liquor in you 


I have to buy it. 
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Mr. Beacu. Not one penny, and the people I bought it from, Mr. 
Senator, knew that I was buying it for friends. They were per- 
fectly willing to extend me that favor. The “V were reput ible business- 
men who had no diffic ulty whatever with the law. 

The CuHamman. You were buying it for friends to save them 
money : ? 

Mr. Beacu. Save them money, because the *y are in the same circum- 
stances lamin. They are on a moderate income. 

The CuamrMan. Do you think that a policeman should be in the 
liquor business ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. No. A policeman cannot go in the liquor business. 

The CuarrmMan. According to your own testimony, you were, to 
some extent, trafficking in liquor. 

Mr. Breacu. It is not a traffic. 

The CuHarman. You might as well have been operating a liquor 
store as doing what you say you have done. 

Mr. Bracu. Well, I hate to be referred to in that category, but I 
respect your opinion. hes 

The Cuarrman. If you could, with propriety, buy four or five cases 
of liquor and, im effect, sell them to your fr iends, you could, with simi- 
lar propriety, traffic in four or five thousand times that amount? 

Mr. Beacu. I would have no reason to do that, sir. It is only when 
they come 

The Cuamman. What else did you buy in the year 1951 for ‘other 
people ? 

Mr. Beacu. My wife bought clothes for my son. 

The CuarrmMan. You have told us about that. Now tell us what 
you bought for other people? 

Mr. Bracu. My wife bought clothes for her sisters. 

The CuarrMan. To what extent? 

Mr. Beacu. Let me see. I have that figure. Not on these sheets, 
but on another one. In 1951 she bought approximately $75 worth of 
clothes for her sister. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Mr. Beacn. About $75? 

The CuarrMan. All told? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

The CuHarrMan. Where does the sister live? 

Mr. Bracn. Rockville, Md., and she was reimbursed in cash. 

The Cuatrman. What other cash transaction had you in connection 
with buying merchandise of any kind? 

Mr. Beacu. That is just about it, so far as merchandise is con- 
erned. Now I had during the year 1951 $700 in repayments from 
my son who borrowed money from me occasionally. For example, he 
was on his vacation. I would loan him a couple of hundred dollars, 
and he would come back and pay it to me. Approximately $700 that 
was repaid to me in cash in 1951 by my son, approximate ly $600, 

The Carman. What kind of debts did the $700 repay? 

Mr. Beacu. That was loans to him that I had made during the 
year. It was just as the checks will show that—there are several 
checks that I made to him—if he needed money I gave it to him. 

The Cuamman. Did you lend him the $700 during the year 1951 
or in some prior year? 


94273—52—pt. 224 
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Mr. Bracu. No; it was practically all—when I loaned him money 
he usually gave it to me, back to me within a month. 

The Cuatrman. You lent him $700 during the year 1951 and he 
repaid you in that year? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. $7002 

Mr. Beacn. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Did he pay that in cash? 

Mr. Beacnu. Yes, sir. 


The CuatrMan. You had lent him that sum? 
his pay in cash and he has no bank account, 


Mr. Bracu. 
And another 

The Cuarrman. What business is your son in? 

Mr. Beacu. He is employed by the FBI. And there was another 
$600 in cash that was returned to me by a brother-in-law of mine, a 
loan which was disclosed in the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. Let the record indicate that that payment was mad 
by check during the year, not by cash. 

Mr. Beacu. Which was that? 

Mr. Bauman. The $616. 

Mr. Breacu. No; it was not. 

Mr. Bauman. Just referred to. 

Mr.,Bracu. Every payment I 
cash. 

Mr. Bauman. Falkner did not pay you $616—— 

Mr. Breacu. He paid me—I did not say $616—I said $600. 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Beacu. $50 a month for 12 months is $600. 

Mr. Bauman. We are talking about 9 months in 1951. 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And one check payment of $50 from Falkner found 
its way into your bank account which would leave a balance, I would 

say, of 6 months, according to your system, of $400. I might say 
that your brother-in-law, Herbert Falkner, said he only paid $35) 
in cash in 1951. 

Mr. Beacn. And a check for 50. 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Beacu. In that 9 months. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Beacu. Well, I am covering a year. 

Mr. Bauman. We are not ti king about a year. 

Mr. Breacu. Then that is all right. 

Mr. Bauman. We are limiting this to September 30, 1951. 

Mr. Bracn. Sure. You mean you are stopping with the question- 
naire ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Beacn. You did that in some instances, but not all. 

Mr. Bauman. Let us continue in all instances, because my own 
computations are based on that. 

Mr. Beacu. That is why I put that computation down. 
I knew you were going beyond the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. This questioning, however, relates just to that period. 

Mr. Beacu. It will continue that way, I assume. 


He draws 


got from Herbert Falkner was 


That 1s 
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The CHAIRMAN. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, I intend to ask you about a number of 
specific cash deposits. If you have a specific explanation I am sure 
that the Chair would like to hear it. If you do not, I expect you to 
answer that you do not. 

Mr. Beacn. I shall answer exactly from my records. 

Mr. Bauman. All right. 

Mr. Beacu. My records show that in 1951—— 

Mr. BAauMAN. Wait just a minute 

Mr. Beacn. I thought you told me to go ahead. 

Mr. Bauman. Just 1 minute. I have not asked you anything. I 
mm now coming back to that deposit of January 23 at the Hamilton 
National Bank which was made on the same day that you deposited 
your pay check at the National and put $200 in cash into that account 
in the National, and I am now asking you where you got the $250 
that you put into Hamilton? 

Mr. Beacn. The only reply I can give you is that had just been 
explained here for the last 30 minutes, and I would have no immediate 
recollection of it. 

The Cuairman. Then, Mr. Inspector, do you really not know where 
you got that $250? 

" Mr, Beacu. I know that it came from one of these sources, Mr. 
} Senator. 

The CuarrMAN. But you do not know what source? 

Mr. Breacu. No, sir. 

Mr. Scuuspert. May I make an observation? 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Scuuserrt. I think the total deposits, for the total period and 
the withdrawals are more indicative of what happened than individual 
F instances. 

Mr. Beacu. I have those figures, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, the slips do not indicate where the in- 
spector got the money. 

Mr. Bracu. No, it does not. It does not indicate anything but 
honesty, either. 

The Carman. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. On February 26, 1951, you deposited $515.12 in cash 
in your account at the Hamilton National Bank. W here did you get 
that money. 

Mr. Beacw. That would be repayments of loans, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom in that instance? 

Mr. Beacn. I don’t recollect. 

Mr. Bauman. On March 10, 1951, you gave Emma Layne a down 
payment of $500 in cash on the purchase of your farm ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

~ BaumMan. That was some 12 days after the deposit of $515.12— 
where did you get the $500 in cash that you gave Emma Layne as a 
down payment on the purchase of that farm ? 

Mr. Bracu. It either came out of the building and loan or came out 
of the Hamilton Bank, one or the other. That particular transaction 

was in litigation for about 3 or 4 months, and that money could have 
been withdrawn over a period of 3 to 6 months. 

Mr. Bauman. I think I have already indicated that so far as the 
building and loan is concerned there was nothing withdrawn during 
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the year 1951. What was the other one, Inspector Beach? There 
was no $500 withdrawal—there was a $4,500 withdrawal when yoy 
paid off the balance. 

Mr. Beacu. That could have been accumulated cash. 

Mr. Bauman. $500 could have been accumuluated ? 

Mr. Breacn. Yes, very easily. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you accumulate it ? 

Mr. Beacu. From the same sources I have just explained whic) 
amounts right now to several thousand dollars. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you specifically answer where you got this money 
from ? ; 

Mr. Beacu. No, I cannot. 

Mr. Bauman. On April 17, 1951, just about a month and a week 
later you deposited or provided $500 in cash for deposit in the account 
of your daughter, Beverly L. Beach at the National Bank of Wash. 
ington, is that correct ? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, that is all right. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $500 at that time ? 

Mr. Beacn. Either withdrawals from the Potomac—the Hamilton 
National Bank—withdrawals from the building association or it was 
repayment, cash reimbursements which I have a record of. 

Mr. Bauman. There is no account—there was no withdrawal made 
from the Hamilton National Bank after March 20, 1951, and on that 
date you only withdrew $100, so that it did not come out of the 
Hamilton, Inspector Beach. What was the other one you mentioned! 

Mr. Beacu. I said it would either come out of the Hamilton. You 
say it did not come out of the building and loan. Of course, I do not 
know. You have the records, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. It did not come out of the Hamilton and did not come 
out of the building and loan. Where did it come from ? 

Mr. Bracu. It would come then from the accumulated cash and my 
wife’s chee ks or cash. 

Mr. Bauman. How did you manage to accumulate all of this cash 
on your salary and your wife’s salary / ¢ 

Mr. Bracu. If you had as much money coming back to you as I 
had you would have it, too. 

Mr. Bauman. You were spending at a right good clip, were you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. Ne 
away. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to know specifically where this $500 in cas! 
came from which you deposited in your daughter’s account on Apri! 
17. 

Mr. Bracn. 


), I was not, either—no, I have never thrown a thing 


And you won’t know explicitly, because I can’t give 
you that information. 


The CHamMan. 

Mr. Bracu. Sir? 

The CrrarmMan. You do not know where you got it? 

Mr. Beacn. I know that it came as the result of these. 

The Cuatrman. You know it came from some source, though you 
cannot identify the source? 

Mr. Beacu. That is correct. 


You do not know where you got it? 
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Mr. Scuuserr. Mr. Chairman, I think the totals are very important. 
These go to make up a sum total. Now if these amounts are over and 
above what the ‘y drew in salaries and what they had in cash accumu- 
lations, then I think it might be of interest. 

Mr. BauMAN. So that the record is complete, I offer in evidence a 
leposit slip on the National — of Washington of January 23, 1951, 

which will be Beach exhibit No. 4, showing a cash de »posit— 1 deposit 

Jip in the Hamilton National] Sav ings Department in the account of 
Beverly C. Beach, dated January 23, 1951, showi ing a currency deposit 

nthe sum of $250. 

(The document was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 4° and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. BAUMAN. I now offer a deposit slip in that same bank and the 
same account dated February 26, 1951, showing a cash deposit of 
$515.12 which will be Beach exhibit No. 5. 

(The document was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 5° and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer as exhibit No. 6 a deposit slip 1 in the 
National Bank of Washington, showing a de ‘posit in the : Sdl of 
Beverly L. Beach on April 17, 1951, in the amount of $500 in cash. 

(The document was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 6.” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Beacu. You will find any number of those cases that checks on 
the Hamilton National Bank will match them. 

Mr. Bauman. Checks on the H: milton National Bank? 

Mr. Bracnu. I mean checks on the National Bank of Was shington. 

Mr. Bauman. Ins spector, I have not asked you—I shall not ask you 
about any case where any withdrawals from any of your accounts at or 

about that time could have resulted in your having the cash about 
which I am asking you. In other words, that specific problem has 
been es dba by the staff accountants. 

Mr. Beacu. Well that, of course, is your mere assurance. 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct. 

Mr. Beacu. Your mere assurance. 

Mr. BAumaNnN. On April 17, 1951, you provided $500 in cash for that 
account of your daughter’s at the National Bank of Washington. You 

said you did not know precisely where you got the money. 

Now that same day you deposited in your account at that same bank, 
National Bank of Washington, $300 in cash. 

Mr. Breacu. Let’s see. I think that was taken out of the National 
Bank of Buckingham, I believe. 

Mr. Bauman. I did not hear. 

Mr. Bracn. I think that was taken out of the National Bank of 
ns where I made a loan. I took several withdrawals about 

s time. Now we are coming to these thousand-dollar withdrawals 
rece 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, just a minute, Inspector. 

Mr. Beacu. All right. 

Mr. Bauman. You have never advised this committee of any loans 
from the National Bank. 

Mr. Bracu. I certainly did. 

Mr. Bauman, Is it in your questionnaire? 

Mr. Bracu. It is right there, if you will look at it. 

Mr. BAUMAN. Where? 
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Mr. Bracu. Supposed accountant that you have there, I told hi, 
Mr. Bauman. I do not think that that sort of reference to the mer. 
bers of the committee staff ought to be permitted, referring to tly 
committee accountant as “that supposed accountant.” 

Mr. Bracu. My dealings with him have led me to that belief, sir, 

The Cuarrman. That is not the belief of the Chair. 

Mr. Bracu. You were told that. 

Mr. Dawson. When I conferred with you the last time. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it in your questionnaire ? 

Mr. Beacu. It was made after the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it in the questionnaire, period ? 

Mr. Bracn. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Then it was not made in the first 9 months of 195), 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. So that any moneys that were deposited in your 
account on April 17, 1951 

Mr. Beacu. Would not come from that. 

Mr. Bauman. Would not come from that part of that money. 

Mr. Beacu. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking you about $300 and $500 which you paid 
in cash in March, and you are now talking about a loan that you made 
after September 30—what is the point of mentioning it ? 

Mr. Beacu. That would not be right. 

Mr. Bauman. Obviously. 

Mr. Dawson. The inspector did tell me about the loan after the 
period, that is true. 

Mr. Bracu. It was investigated. Did you not investigate it/ 

Mr. Bauman. He has already said that you told him about this loan, 

Where did you get the $300 that you deposited in your bank account, 
in your account the same day that you deposited $500 in cash in your 
daughter’s account ? 

Mr. Beacu. That would probably be a pay check. 
was it? 

Mr. Bauman. The date was April 17, 1951. 

Mr. Breacu. That would be a pay check. 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir; it was not a pay check, because you only 
cashed one pay check during the entire year of 1951. 

Mr. Beacu. The deposit would be a pay check. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the cash deposit, sir. 
cash deposit. 

Mr. Bracu. Do you know it is cash or check ? 

Mr. Bauman. The bank record shows that on April 17, Beverly ( 
Beach deposited in his account in the National Bank of Washingto: 
$300 in cash. 

Mr. Scuusert. I object to this. 

The Cuarrman. The objection is overruled. It will be received 

Mr. Scuusert. May I state the basis of my objection so that it ca 
be in the record ? 

The CuatrMan. Your objection has been overruled, and the deposit 
slip will be filed and accepted. 

Ir. Bauman. That will be Beach exhibit No. 7. 

(The document referred to was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 7” and 

will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. Scnusert. May I state the basis for my objection / 

The Cuamman. You may not. It isa bank record and is a proper 
part of the proceeding. 

Mr. Scuusert. According to the rules of evidence. 

The Cuamrman. We are not required to conduct this investigation 
according to textbook rules of evidence. Your objection and its over- 
ruling are both in the record. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. So that same day, April 17, 1951, the same day as 
that where you provided $500 in cash for the deposit to the account 
of your daughter and deposited $300 i in cash in your own account, the 
records of the Mid-Atlantic Appliances, Inc., show that you paid 
your account with them in full by paying $835.28 in cash. 

" Mr. Beacu. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $835.28 in addition to the 
other $800 on that same date? 

Mr. Beacu. Out of the bank. 

Mr. Bauman. Out of the bank? 

Mr. Beacn. You have the records. 

The Cuatrman. Out of what bank, Mr. Inspector? 

Mr. Breacu. It would have to come out of either the building and 
loan, or it would have to come out of the Hamilton National Bank, 
and it could have come out sometime prior and have been held in 
abeyance pending these purchases. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Inspector, do you want that to stand as your 
answer ? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is that your best explanation ? 

Mr. Beacu. That is all I could give you. 

The CHatrMan. For this deposit of more than $800 and another 
that you made on the same day you have no further explanation ? 

Mr. Beacu. We withdrew as much as a thousand dollars at a time 
from our banks, and we held it pending purchases. 

The Cuatrman. If you do not know where you got the $800, why 
not say so? 

Mr. Beacu. That would not be fair to me if I said I did not know. 

The Cuatrman. It is not fair to the committee for you to say that 
it could come from any one of a number of different places. You 
either know or do not know from where it came. Will you not answer 
accordingly ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. I know where they came from, Mr. Chairman, but, 
of course—— 

The Cuatrman. You have handled a remarkable amount of money 
for a man with a salary such as you received. 

Mr. Beacu. Over 

The CHarmman. And you have failed to disclose the source from 
which large sums were obtained. 

Mr. Beacu. It will be accounted for. 

The CuHarmrman. It cannot be explained in harmony with the ques- 
tionnaire to which you have sworn. 

Mr. Breacu. It can be explained in this accounting, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bauman, please proceed. 

Mr. Beacu. Mr. Chairman, will I be at liberty before this meeting 
adjourns to set the record straight on these transactions / 

The CuHarrman. Will you be permitted to do what ? 
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Mr. Beacu. To set the record straight on these transactions by way 
of facts and figures, or will I have to go away, depart this hearin; 
room, with only what Mr. Bauman has been able to develop ? 

The Cuamman. You have had and still have an unlimited oppo. 
tunity to explain your embarrasing possession of much more mor 
than you could have received for your service as a member of the 
police force of the District of Columbia. The record will contaiy 
not only what Mr. Bauman has said, but also what you have said. 

Mr. Beacu. That is right. 

Mr. Scuvserr. Counsel is speaking from records which he has 
his disposal. He is asking the witness to speak from his recollectio 
If he has those records, if he could reconcile the questions with the 
records, he might be able to come up with an answer. You have got 
him as a serious disadvantage. 

The CHarrman. The explanation of the deposits in question is the 
burden of the witness and not of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Scuupert. We cannot sustain the burden unless we have | 
record. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bauman, proceed with your examination. 

Mr. Bauman. In short, Inspector, on one day, April 17, 1951, you 
disbursed $1,635.28. Where did you get all that cash ? 

Mr. Beacu. That was by capital outlay. 

Mr. Bauman. What does that mean ? 

Mr. Bracu. “Capital outlay” means matching your expenditures 
against your withdrawals. That is not all I disbursed in that year, 

Mr. Bauman. On that day, sir. 

Mr. Bracu. Well, over a total of a year you have got a different 
figure. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get this particular $1,635.28 about 
which I am now asking you? 

Mr. Bracu. You want me to say where each dollar came from ? 

Mr. Bauman. I want to know where you got the money, sir. 

Mr. Bracu. I will say it came out of my bank accounts or out of 
repayment of loans or reimbursements from checks. That is where it 
came from, every cent of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you tell us specifically where that $1,635.28 came 
from on April 17, 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir; and I would be very foolish to attempt it. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on May 16, about a month later, you deposited 
$200 in cash; is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you a deposit ticket drawn on the National 
Bank of Washington. 

Mr. Bracu. What are these, duplicates that you have gone down 
to the bank and gotten, or are these duplicates that were made with 
the bank? 

Mr. Bauman. These are the records which were produced by the 
bank pursuant to subpena by this committee. 

Mr. Beacn. And who made these deposit slips ? 

Mr. Bauman. These are the bank’s copies. These are original bank 
records. 

Mr. ScuuserT. When were they made? 

Mr. Bauman. I haven’t the remotest idea. 
records. 


Those are the bank’s 


' there. 
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Mr. Scuusert. I don’t think they were made on the dates shown on 
there. ‘Those actual slips weren’t made on that date? 

Mr. Beacu. I am befogged by what you are trying to present here. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $200, Inspector / ¢ 

Mr. Breacu. It would come out of the same source that the others 


came. 


Mr. Bauman. And you can’t give us any more specific answer than 


Mr. Beacu. No. That slip means nothing. 
Mr. Bauman. I offer it in evidence. 
(The document above referred to was offered in evidence and will 


; be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 


Mr. Beacu. The slip means nothing. That is evidently a transcrip- 
tion from a bank record which would be the most inaccurate thing in 
the world when it is transferred to a paper like that. 

Mr. BauMAN. One might be inaccurate but I rather doubt every one 
is inaccurate. 

The Caairman. Mr. Inspector, does your failure to explain the 
origin of these deposits lie in the fact that you think the bank’s rec- 


' ords are inaccurate { 


Mr. Beacu. I think in all probability some of those checks, some 
of those stubs, deposit slips, have been made long since. That being 
true, there is no way for me to determine whether those deposits were 
by check or by cash. ‘Those are simply somebody’s work. 

The CaatrMan. Mr. Inspector, do you understand that every one 
of these deposit slips that you have been shown was made by an official 
of a bank in response to a subpena issued by this committee ? 

Mr. Bracu. I do, and purportedly made from a 

The CrarrMan. Have you proof of any inaccuracy in any of the 
deposit slips that have been presented ? 

Mr. Beacu. I have no proof of inaccuracy. 

The CHairman. Have you anything except imagination or wish- 
ful thinking on which to base a suggestion that they probably are not 
accurate ? 

Mr. Beacon. That would be very difficult for me to determine. 

Mr. Scuvupert. May we have a short recess, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrman. No, let us proceed. 

Mr. Beacu. It is just as well with me. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. About a week after that deposit of $200 in cash, you 
paid the Thomas Somerville Co. of Washington, D. C., the sum of 
$950 in cash. That on May 24, 1951. 

Mr. Beacu. I still owe that money, every cent of it. 

Mr. Bauman. You owe $950? 

Mr. Beacu. I owe $1,550 to the plumber. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me show you a letter from the Thomas Somer- 
ville Co., signed by their cashier, which stated in unequivocal terms— 
wait a second, I withdraw that. There is an obvious misprint in this 
letter because it says on May 25, 1952. Did you 3 days ago pay them 
$950 in cash ? 

Mr. Bracn. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you in 1951 pay them $950 in cash? 

Mr. Beacu. That is right, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. All right. 
cash; is that right? 

Mr. Beacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the money? 

Mr. Bracu. Borrowed it. I didn’t borrow it 

Mr. Bauman. From whom? 

Mr. Bracn. I didn’t borrow it but I still owe it. 
fit of the Chair 

The Cuarrman. Where did you get it? 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t understand you, sir. 

Mr. Bracnu. I borrowed it from a Mr. Harry Watts. Didn’t bor- 
row it; he has a mechanic’s lien on my farm for $1,550, and he had 
to buy this plumbing. Wholesale plumbing houses do not sell plumb. 
ing directly to a consumer. They have to be sold through a plumber, 

‘Mr. Har ry Watts is a plumber and in order to buy this plumbing 
equipment it had to be bought through a plumber, and that is the 
way it was pang and he paid for it, and I still owe it, and you will 
see on the bottom of that questionnaire, that financial statement, 
that I have $2,100 in liens on my farm. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you answer on your questionnaire under 
made” or any other place 

Mr. Bracu. It was not a loan. 

Mr. Bauman. Just a minute [continuing]. 
any sum of money ? 

Mr. Beacu. That is not a loan. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it your answer is there is no reference in the 
questionnaire to the fact that you owe Watts money, is that right! 

Mr. Breacu. Yes, sir; there is. 

Mr. Bauman. In the questionnaire? 

Mr. Beacu. In the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. Where isit? You show it to me. 

Mr. Breacu. I will show it to you. 

Mr. Scuupert. Under what question should it be? 

Mr. Beacu. It will be under “Financial statement.” 

Mr. Bauman. He has got it before him. You have 
copies. I don’t have them. 

Mr. Beracu. There it is, $2,100, and at that time I owed him 
$1,550 and I still owe another plumber five-hundred-and-some dol- 
lars that I haven’t been able to pay. 

Mr. Bauman. The witness has pointed to one figure in the amount 
of $2,100 as a liability in the net worth statement. He has made no 
reference to a loan in answer to question 

Mr. Scuusert. It is not a loan, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, what is it? 

Mr. Scuvusert. It is a debt. 

Mr. Beacu. It is a lien on my property. 

Mr. Scuusert. It is a debt which he owes. 

Mr. Bauman. I understood that this man advanced $950, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Bracu. He advanced more than that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he give you the money in cash? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you yourself took the cash over and paid this 
fellow? 
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Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir, that’s right, and the records of the Somerville 
(Co. will show that he authorize d that purchase. 

Mr. Bauman. And I take it there is a lien on real estate in that 
amount ? 

Mr. Beacu. He has a note from me which furnishes him a lien. It 
is what is known, Mr. Chairman, as a mechanic’s lien. 

Mr. BaumAN. Well, now, a mechanic’s lien is not an interest in real 
estate, is that right? 

Mr. Beacu. It is on the property. And when the property is sold, 
he has to be reimbursed. f 

Mr. Bauman. Did you in any position show that this man loaned 
you any money in any way! 

Mr. Beacu. There was not a loan. He took a mechanic’s lien, and 

is shown on the questionnaire. 

Mr. BAumaAN. Well, the fact of the matter is, Inspector, he gave you 
over $1,000 in cash and you took the le money into your hand and to se- 
cure that obligation he took back a mechanic’s lien. That is what it 

ymes to, 

Mr. Beacu. Just about. 

Mr. Scuupert. I object, Mr. Chairman, to that conclusion. It has 
no basi S1S. 

The CHarrmMan. Objection overruled. Proceed, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Scoupert. May I have a ruling on my objection ¢ 

The CHarRMAN. Your objection was overruled. 

Mr. Braew. In preparing that questionnaire my _ intelligence 

wouldn’t permit me to go that far to see just where eac ‘h thing goes. I 
wanted it all in there and it went all in there. Whether it went in the 
right column or not, I don’t know, to suit you. 

Mr. Bauman. Now on June 13, Inspector, you depositec $115 in 
cash in the National Bank of Washington, according to the bank rec- 
ords, is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacw. You have the deposit slip there. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer it in evidence. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 10” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $115 that you deposited in cash 

that day ? 

Mr. Beacu. The only service I could furnish you here would be to 
say that that is a repayment ona loan. Those loans were paid back at 
the rate of $150 and some better a month. 

Mr. Bauman. On what specific loan was this paid ? 

Mr. Beacu. It would be in all probability on the loan that I had 
made tomy son. I think he went on his vacation in May of that year. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember this loan as having been paid 

Mr. Bracn. I remember lo: aning my son money and I remember him 
oming back and giving it back to me. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember this specific deposit having been 
paid to you by your son, given to you by your son? 

Mr. Bracn. What explanation do you want? You just got it. 

Mr. Bauman. I am trying to get an answer to my question, an un- 
ejuivocal answer. 

Mr. Beacu. You got the answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get this $150 from your son? 

Mr. Beacu. To my ‘best recollection. 
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Mr. Scuvusert. He has answered to the best of his ability. 
you keep insisting ? 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Attorney, Mr. 
questions he is propounding. 
committee’s patience. 

Mr. Beacu. That’s a shame. 

The Cuatrman. This witness knows whether he did or did not ge 
this money from his son. 

Mr. Scuvuserr. I don’t know it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. The witness does, and he ought to tell the con. 
mittee the truth about the matter. 

Mr. Beacu. Suppose I testified under oath that my son did giy 
me that and I find out that Steinman paid me interest that month, 
Then I am guilty of perjury; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Scuuserr. The witness will answer to his best recollection. 

Mr. Beacn. And my best recollection is that that would be a repay: 
ment of $100 that I loaned to my son when he went on his vacatioy, 

Mr. Bauman. This is a deposit of $150. 

Mr. Scuusert. $115, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Bauman. $115. 

Mr. Bracu. I never made any such deposits of those sums. Let m 
see that thing again. Checks, $35. Oh, the $7.62, that would be a— 

Mr. Scuusert. Are you the only one who made deposits ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. The $7.62 I believe would be a premium on an 
insurance policy. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the $115 in cash, Inspector. 

Mr. Breacu. That, to my best recollection, would be a repayment t 
me by my son. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Why d 


Bauman has a right to ask the 
The witness’ evasion has exhausted the 


But you do not say positively that that is the eas 
Mr. Beacu. I couldn't because I could commit pe rjury here. 
Mr. Bauman. On June 25, 1951, you deposited $150 in your acco 


at the National Bank of Washington, is that right ? 

Mr. Breacu. It would be $100 repayment of a loan. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom? 

Mr. Beacu. From my son. He borrowed $200 and some from mi 
at that time. It would be a repayment of a loan of $100, and it would 
be $50 from Herbert Falkner, and the rest of it, of course, I don’ 
know. 

Mr. Bauman. Now on June 30, 1951, you paid Solon Servicing of 
Washington, D. C., $210.99 in cash for a washing machine. 

Mr. Beacu. I cashed a check for that and it is in there. 

Mr. Bauman. On what account, sir? 

Mr. Bracu. On my account at the National Bank of Washington 

Mr. Bauman. Let’s see that account, please, National Bank of 
Washington, June 30, 1950. Do I understand that you cashed a 
check in that sum ? 

Mr. Breacu. That is my best recollection that I cashed a check it 
that sum and gave him cash. He wanted cash. <A lot of these bus 
ness people want cash. 

Mr. Bauman. I might say that the transcript of your account shows 
no withdrawal of a check in that sum. 

Mr. Beacu. That day ? 

Mr. Bauman. That day, yes sir. 

Mr. Beacu. Well, of course. 
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Mr. SCHUBERT. May I see that record, please ? 

Mr. BauMaNn. Just a minute. 

Mr. Breacu. That day,-no. 

Mr. BauMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Bracn. It could be several days or weeks before. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Inspector, do you remember how many loans 

r advances you made to your son in cash during the year 1951? 
Mr. Bracu. My answer is, he has already repaid me during 1951, 
' $700 in cash, and he now owes me about $200. 

- Mr. Bauman. You did not report any of those loans to your son 
in the questionnaire, did you ? 

Mr. Bracu. I explained that just a while ago that they were 
periodic loans made and repaid within the year, and your question- 

aire didn’t ask for that. : 

Mr. BauMAN. ae nn ure asked for all loans, Inspector. 

Mr. Breacn. No, s 
Mr. BAUMAN. Oh, 3 yes, it did. 

Mr. Beacu. As of the first of the year, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. It asked for all loans, didn’t it ? 

Mr. Beacu. As of the first of the year. 

Mr. Scuvpert. What does the questionnaire say ? 

Mr. Beacu. The record will show it. 

Mr. Bauman. I will ask the counsel not to inject himself into 
this. 

Mr. Scuusert. Can’t I be helpful ? 

Mr. Bauman. I understand you are trying to be helpful, but the 
Chair has told you several times now to desist from your helpfulness. 

Now, let’s get back to this payment of $210.99 in cash for which you 
say you drew a check on June 30. I have the account in the National 
Bank of Washington. 

On June 28 you drew a check in the amount of $45 which went 
to the Stuart Motors. On June 28 you drew a check for $105 which 
went to a man named Snoddy in connection with another transaction. 
On June 26 you drew $49.85 and a number of small checks. I will 
read them. On June 25, $22 and change. June 27, $27 and change. 
June 18, $45 and change. 

Mr. Beacu. Now I think my recollection is refreshed. 4 think I 
can answer that question very quickly. I entered into litigation to 
have a person evicted from my farm that was there. It wasn’t mine 
beeause we made the final transaction, but it was to be held in abey- 
ance on an agreement and it was necessary to employ two attorneys 
ind pay court costs. I paid all of those by check to keep it as a matter 
of record. 

Mrs. Lane, who is the owner of the property, had no checking 
account, and she reimbursed me for that. I know I paid Mr. Boat- 
right $50, I paid Mr. Snoddy $105, and I paid 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach, the expenses about which you have 
just testified total $155, and Mrs. Lane reimbursed you $72.50. 

Mr. Beacu. She reimbursed me $115, I mean $155 is what she 
reimbursed me when [ gave her the final settlement. , 

Mr. Bauman. Mrs. Lane tells our committee staff that she reim- 
bursed you $72.50. 

Mr. Beacn. Well, what Mrs. Lane has told your committee staff 
ind what I know to be a fact can be very divergent. 
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Mr. Bauman. I am sure of that. 
$210.99? 

Mr. Bracu. That would be the source of that. 

Mr. Bauman. $155 from Mrs. Lane? 

Mr. Bracu. Plus some other expenses. Of course, I had to pay 
taxes on that place and I had to be reimbursed for those. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive that by cash or check ? 

Mr. Bracn. All cash, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I would like the record to show that Mrs. Lane has 
been spoken to by a subcommittee staff member and that she say; 
that the only money she reimbursed Mr. Beach for was $72.50, ” 

Mr. Scuusert. I object to that. 

Mr. Beacu. Mrs. Lane is very much tied up in litigation with her 
children and, ef course, she hides certain facts which could be detri- 
mental to her. 

Mr. Scuvusert. I object to that conclusion. 

Mr. Bauman. Noconclusion. It is a simple statement of fact. 

The CuarrMan. The objection is overruled. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, during the month of June you made cash 
deposits or disbursements totaling $475.99, which I just mentioned. 
This does not include two additional deposits of $50 in cash to your 
accounts in Perpetual. How were you able to make these deposits an( 
live from day to day, deposits in 1 month of $575.99 ? 

Mr. Breacu. All the money that I got back I deposited unless we 
actually needed it at the time. If we needed it for food or clothing, 
we spent it. If we didn’t, we put it back in the bank, and I have tle 
records here. 

Mr. Bauman. You keep saying you have the records. 

Mr. Beacn. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. But I must say that the chairman has observed, and 
it is certainly my own feeling, that the answers you have given do not 
indicate any specific information coming from those records. 

Mr. Beacu. My records will bear what my accounting is. 

Mr. Bauman. On July 11, 1951, 11 days after you paid the $210.99 
in cash for a washing machine, you deposited in your account in the 
Hamilton National Bank, in your savings account, $1,000. 

Mr. Bracu. That was withdrawn from the Hamilton Nationa! 
Bank. 

Mr. Bauman. From the Hamilton National Bank? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. Oh, no, no, Iam glad you showed me this. That 
is a complete repayment of that loan, $2,500. This is a complete re- 
payment of a loan that we previously made. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom? 

Mr. Beacu. To Mrs. Woltz; my son-in-law, which was made withi 
the year, and we paid within the year. Now if we had those kind o! 
things it wouldn’t be so difficult to conclude. 

Mr. Bauman. Let’s have the checks, please, and the bank records 
indicating they were deposited. What was the amount of that loan. 
sir? 

Mr. Bracu. $2,500. They sold that building lot and gave me my 
money back. 

Mr. Bauman. Where is the $1,000 I just asked about ¢ 
Mr. Bracu. Here it is. 
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Mr. Bauman. When did you make this particular loan to Mrs. 
Woltz? 

Mr. Beacn. That was made over a period. It was several times 
that added up to the final figure $2,500. 

Mr. Bauman. The total that they owed at any one time as $2,500, 
Inspector ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, I think it was. They bought a lot and paid $1,000 
for it and then they decided to put a down payment on the house. 

Mr. Bauman. You originally made the first part of this loan, or 
some part of the loan, in the amount of $2,000 on July 6, 1950; is that 
right 

Mr. Beacnu. That was the—— 

Mr. Bauman. That was the $2,000 note you took back ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. Well, that was an accumulation. 

Mr. Bauman. Now on February 28, 1951, you loaned an addi- 
tional—well, there had been some payment made on that $2,000. 
Then you loaned $1,500 on February 28 which was received on July 
10; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Beacu, T They borrowed from me. Then they repaid me in cash 
on a couple of occasions and then borrowed some more, and it 
eventually ended up at that figure. They bought a lot and then 
put a down payment on the house, and the down payment on the 
house was refunded to them, and the deal didn’t go through and they 
sold the lot at a profit. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive that $2,500 from Mrs. Woltz in 
check ? 

Mr. Beacn, $1,500 in check. 

Mr. Bauman. And she gave you $1,000 in cash? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you deposited it just the way you got it; is 
that right? 

Mr. Beacn. Just the way I got it. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 7, 1951, you de posited your pay check in 
your account in the National Bank of Washington, and also deposited 
$650 in cash. 

Mr. Beacu. That was—— 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $650 in cash ? 

Mr. Bracu. $380 of that would be the interest on my brother-in- 
law’s note. That would be the interest on my brother-in-law’s note of 
$460. 

Mr. BauMAN. $360, sir; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes; $360, and I believe at that time I also got an 
interest check from Steinman. I am not positive of that, which is 
$140 more. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you certain whether you got an interest check 
from Steinman at that time? 

Mr. Beacu. No; I am not certain of that, but I am certain of the 
$360. I don’t believe Steinman did give me an interest check. 

Mr. Bauman. Now you say, Inspec tor, that of $650, $360 came from 
J. M. Selby as interest on a loan, which as near as I can see leaves 
$290 about which I would like to get the source. 

Mr. Beacu. That would be, of course, from the repayment of other 
obligations. 
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Mr. Bauman. Which you cannot more specifically describe; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Beacn. No. There were obligations, of course, and they wer 
repaid. 

Mr. Bauman. I will offer this in evidence. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 14” fo 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. Now within 10 days after that, on August 16, weit 

you deposited $400 in cash, together with a $100 check in your daug! 
ter’s account in the National ‘Bank of Washington. Where did you 
get the $400 in cash ? 

Mr. Beacu. That was what I had left over from a previous loay 
that I had been holding back to pay; didn’t use it. I put it in the bank. 

Mr. Bauman. What previous loan ? 

Mr. Beacu. The loan that I referred to a moment ago, not a loan 
but the indebtedness in 1951. This check, I think, was made out the 
day that I was made an inspector, I believe. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand, sir, that you are now referring to 
the Watts transaction ? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And do I understand from you that the man gave you 
moneys to disburse in any way you wanted ? 

Mr. Beacu. No, indeed; no, sir. That was a definite understanding 
what would be done with that money. 

Mr. Bauman. How much did you get from Watts altogether ? 

Mr. Beacu. $1,550. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get it all at one time? 

Mr. Breacnu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get it ? 

Mr. Bracn. He gave it to me at his restaurant in Ann: ipolis, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. And when was that? What was the approximate 
























































































































































date? 
Mr. Bracn. It was either the latter part of April or the first part 
of May. 











Mr. Bauman. The latter part of April or the first part of May; is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, somewhere between the Ist and 15th of May. 

Mr. Bauman. How much was it, again ? 

Mr. Beacn. $1,550. 

Mr. Bauman. And as we have seen on one invoice with one com- 
pany, you spent well over $800—$950 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Bracu. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And you now claim that from the Ist of May until 
August 16, 1951, you carried around about that money ? 

Mr. Bracn. It could well have h: appened. 

Mr. Bauman. I know it could have happened, but I am asking you. 
Did it happen ? 

Mr. Beacu. It probably did. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you give us a better answer than “it probably 
did”? 

Mr. Bracu. Well, to testify under oath that I did carry it around 
for 3 months—2 months, wasn’t it; 214 months? 

Mr. Bauman. Let’s see, May, June, July until August 16—315 
months. 
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Mi. Beacu. I don’t carry it around in my pocket. My wife has a 
«,fe in her office and any money we have like that which is likely to be 
Eypen ded is put in that safe. “I expect she has a couple of hundred 
Hollars in there now that she has probably put away $10 or $20 at a 


B me. 

Mr. BauMAN. We have accounted for $900 a long time before this, 
bnd your point is you think it may have come from this Watts loan; 
‘- that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. I am pretty sure it did. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the best answer you can give? 

Mr. Beacu. The best answer I can right now. 

Mr. BauMAN. On September 10, 1951, you deposited $250 in cash 
fovether with your pay check in your account at the National Bank 

‘ Washington. 

Mr. Beacn. That isa repayment of a loan. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom? 

Mr. Beacn. I would say a $100 from my son. Let’s see, I know 
that he would probably pay me at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. He has had his vacation alre ady and he has paid you 
the money, you testified, in May and June. 

Mr. Scuupert. Mr. Chairman, the record shows he made the state- 
ment that he loaned his son $700 during that year. If you would 
add some of these things up here, you wouldn't have to go through all 
iof this. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Inspector, for what purpose did your son bor- 
row this money ? 

Mr. Beacn. He borrowed it, Mr. Senator, for ready cash. As you 
we ppreciate, a person who has the cash to spend can get his arrange- 

ents—I mean the prices are better; we know that, don’t we? 

Wel know that my son wanted to go down and buy a bedroom suite. 

he could go and dicker for price because he had cash, he would get 

better price. I found that out myself. Credit transactions are 

higher, and I don’t want my son in debt, or try to keep him out of 
re,and I don’t think he has any obligations. 

The CoarrmMan. What is ao son’s salary / 

| Mr. Beacnu. He and his wife both work. Their combined incomes 

taxes would prob: iblv be less than $6,000 a year. 

“The Cramman. Combined salaries? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir; less taxes. Of course, they are childless, and 
thev have to pay terrific taxes. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you definitely remember getting a $100 from 

ur son at that time, “netic ee ; 

Mr. Beacn. And this would be on the 10th of the month. TI think 

gets paid on the 7th. I would say I got a hundred from him then. 

Mr. Bauman. You definitely remember getting $100 from him on 
September 10, 1951? 

Mr. Beacn. The records of necessity must bear that out. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you please read the question ? 

(The reporter read back the question. ) 

Mr. Breacn. I will say that I definitely remember getting $100 from 

\im sometime between the 7th and 9th of September. 

Mr. Bauman. Your memory is perfectly clear on that, Inspector ; 

s that right? 

Mr. Brac nu. It has to be. 


04273—52—pt. 2 25 
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Mr. Bauman. In that one instance your memory is perfectly ¢ 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Bracu. No, no; I said my best recollection would be. Xo 
are not going to get me to say that my son gave me $100 on the sh 
when he could have given it to me on the 8th. I would Se COM. 
mitted perjury just as well as if I said I didn’t give it to him at ali 

Mr. Bauman. Where did the remaining $150 in cash which yy 
deposited come from? 

Mr. Beacnu. That would either come from an obligation, as | | 
here in my records—— 

Mr. Bauman. What obligation particularly ? 

Mr. Brac. Well, I have my check stubs which indicate—wol 
let’s say that I bought a case of whisky for somebody and he gay 
me the money back. That’s possible. Let’s say that my wife ha 
few extra dollars, it would add up to $250, which is no tremendo, 
sum. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you tell us what was the situation in this p 
ticular case ? 

Mr. Bracu. No. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer this in evidence. 

(The document referred to was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 1¢’ 
and will be found in the files of the subcon:mittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, in less than six and a half months fron 
January 1 through September 10, 1951, you made cash deposits in 
your daughter’s account in the National Bank of Washington and 
the joint account which you have with your wife at the same ba 
You put a cash down payment on a farm of $500 and paid sub: 
tial sums to three different vendors, all totaling $7,626.39 in cas 
Where did you get that money ? 

Mr. Bracu. That was $18,720.96. 

Mr. Bauman. Iam talking about these specific items. 

Mr. Bracu. Here they are. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get this $7,626.39 in cash ? 

Mr. Breacu. That came from these sources. They came from sil: 
aries. 

Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Beacn. 
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Salary checks were deposited. 

And your figures of course are off because mine are 
different. During that year, 1951, we had salaries less taxes of $)- 
051.70. We had interest and other income of $760. We had loans that 
were borrowed during that period or money that we expended that 
we now owe of $3,050. We withdrew from the banks, which is de- 
posits less withdrawals—I mean withdrawals above deposits. 

Mr. Bauman. I understand that. 

Mr. Bracu. Well, I suspect you do. We had $9,688.88. We | 
reimbursements from cash expenditures including clothing, liquor. 
and others which have been explained here of $2,391. We had add: 
tional bank deposits from deposits from repayment of net of 
$482.17, which made the total of receipts during 1951 of $25,423.7) 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, we will come to all that. I am just ag you 
about cash at the moment, and you are talking about all. 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. Well, if you withdraw $1,000 from the bank, 
that is cash, sure. 

Mr. Bauman. I am just asking you about cash. 
this net-worth business a little later. 
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Mr. Beacu. Won’t you let me finish? I think the chairman will 
be happy to hear this. 

The CuatrmMan. No, Mr. Inspector; the Chair is not interested in 
that. Mr. Bauman has asked you the specific question, “Where did 
you get that cash ?” af, for ex cample, you can say, “I got $1,000 from 
John Jones, or I got $500 from Richard Roe,” the Chair will be inter- 
ested in that, but he will not be interested in your continuing to say, 
“T could have got that from various sources which I cannot identify,” 
because such statements are utterly worthless. 

Mr. Braco. Well, you see, Mr. Chairman, during the year 1951 
there were withdrawals from banks above any deposits of $9,688. You 
can imagine where the cash comes from. 

The CHatrrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Just so the record is straight, I don’t have to imagine 
because the total of $9,000 was not by any means checks drawn to 
cash. They were checks drawn to spec ific people for specific purposes. 

Mr. Beacu. These were not checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Or withdrawals made for specific purposes and not 
to the order of cash. Now, I might say that when we come to this, 
any amounts from his savings account which would naturally have 
been in cash have been considered from that point of view. 

Mr. Bracu. And then they came from these sources that I said, 
salaries, interest, and other income; loans which were payable; with- 
drawals from banks; reimbursements in cash for check expenditures, 
and additional bank accounts from deposits of repayment of those 
which added up to this figure. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, you say that you loaned your son $700 in 
this year? 

Mr. Beacu. He repaid me $700 during 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you lend him $700 in 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. | loaned him more than that. He still owes me a couple 
hundred. 

Mr. Bauman. How much does he owe you, $200? 

Mr. Beacnu. Just about, I think. 

Mr. Bauman. It would be a total of $900 you loaned him in 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. Between eight and nine hundred dollars. 

Mr. Bauman. And that was all in cash, I take it 

Mr. Beacu. Checks, most of it. 

Mr. Bauman. How much of it in cash, sir? 

Mr. Breacu. I don’t know how much was in cash and how much 
was in checks, but, of course, if somebody came in and reimbursed 
me for something and I had that money in my pocket and he came 
in and wanted $100, he got it. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking you the form in which it was loaned, and 
you do have your stub books, so I imagine you can tell me from that 
just how much of the eight or nine hundred dollars which you loaned 
your son in 1951 was loaned to him in cash and how much by check. 

Mr. Bracu. I couldn’t tell you at the moment, but I would say the 
major portion of it was in cash. 

Mr. Bauman. Was in cash? 

Mr. Beacu. The major portion that he repaid me was all in cash. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the way you loaned him. 

Mr. Beacu. What I loaned him would be checks and cash. 

Mr. Bauman. How much was check and how much by cash? 
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Mr. Bracu. I couldn’t give you an approximation, but I would say 
the major part was by checks 

Mr. Bauman. To whose order did you make these checks payable? 

Mr. Bracu. Cash, and to him. 

Mr. Bauman. To cash, and to him ? 

Mr. Beacu. Some tocash,andsometohim. Your staff investigated 
a liquor store up there; two liquor stores he cashed checks in. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you testified that you loaned $700 in cash 
to your son at the beginning of this interrogation. 

Mr. Bracu. I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Bauman. I think you did, and I think the record is clear on 
that. Did you lend your son $700 of this $900 in cash? 

Mr. Bracu. I wouldn’t say that. No; not near that. 

Mr. Bauman. What would you say the amount would be that you 
loaned in cash ? 

Mr. Bracu. I just told you I wouldn’t know, but the major portion 
would be in checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the cash that you loaned your 
son in the minor portion? 

Mr. Beacu. Well, he went to my store and bought a suit of clothes 
which cost him $55; I would write a check for that account and he 
would give me the cash back. 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about the cash part that you loaned 
your son incash. You said part of it you loaned him in cash and part 
of it you loaned him in checks. 

Mr. Bracu. It could very easily come out of nine thousand six hun- 
dred-and-some dollars withdrawn from banks. 

Mr. Bauman. I am not asking where it could come from but where 
it did come from. 

Mr. Beacn. I tell you I couldn’t tell you specifically, but I say this 
figure speaks for itself. 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t think the figure tells anything, as we will see 
a little later. Now, during this same year you deposited regular! 
each month in your two joint accounts at the Perpetual $50 in each 
account each month, a total of $600 in cash. 

Mr. Beacu. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. To which you have already testified. 

Mr. Beacu. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $600 in cash that you deposited 
in the Perpetual in the first 9 months of 1951? 

Mr. Beacnu. My wife and I operate this way: I deposit 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t know why we can’t have a specific answer. 

Mr. Breacu. My wife, then, if you want to stop it right there, but I 
think there should be some qualification forthcoming. 

Mr. Bauman. I just asked where that $600 which was deposited in 
the Perpetual in cash came from. 

Mr. Breacu. Every penny of it was deposited by my wife, and I paid 
in 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bauman asked from where it came. You say 
that was deposited by your wife. Where did she get it? 

Mr. Beacu. Her salary, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Your wife in this year had take-home pay of $65 a 
week, roughly. Did she pay any of the other household expenses, by 
the way ? 
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Mr. Beacu. She pays the building and loan and she buys the gro- 
ceries. I pay the rent, the insurance, and the incidentals by check. 

Mr. Bauman. And you each pay for your own pocket money; is that 
right? 

Mr. Breacn. Yes; what pocket money we use. 

Mr. Bauman. We have already had that testified to this morning. 

Mr. Beacu. The pocket money, of course, would be what she has 
left over. She draws cash by the week. I draw a check twice a 
month. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it that check is drawn to the order of cash; is 
that right ¢ 

Mr. Bracn. What check? 

Mr. Bauman. Your check for pocket money. 

Mr. Bracu. Oh, yes, it would have to be a cash check or it would 
have to be what she had left over out of her pay. She draws about 
two-hundred-some dollars a month. 

Mr. Bauman. As I understand it, Inspector, your wife takes $100 
out of her pay each month 

Mr. Beacu. She draws close to $300 a month in cash. 

Mr. Bauman. She draws about that, $260, almost $300 a month 
in cash, and of that total, if you set off the amount you spend for food 
in the home, the amount you spend for sundries— 

Mr. Beacu. What are sundries? 

Mr. Bauman. I have already outlined them. 

Mr. Beacn. You mean shaving cream, and so on? 

Mr. Bauman. I have already outlined them, and you said that they 
total in your case about $1,000 a year. 

Mr. Beacu. We can expand as we go along, as I want to pin it 
down right here. You mean shaving cream, lotion, and things of 
that kind? 

Mr. Bauman. I defined it for you at the time, and I don’t propose 
to get into a wrangle about it now. 

Mr. Breacn. No, I don’t like to. I would certainly hate to do it. 
Sundries could be a new automobile, couldn’t it ? 

Mr. Bauman. How much was deposited in cash in the Union Trust 
Co. in the year 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. I think I have that figure. 

Mr. Bauman. In cash, Inspector. 

Mr. Beacu. And all checked out, I think, wasn’t it? I thought 
I had that figure. In 1951 she made deposits of $600. 

Mr. Bauman. How much of that was cash ? 

Mr. Bracu. It was just deposits from her pay. 

Mr. Bauman. I say, how much of that in cash? 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, all. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, the figure that I have mentioned, represent- 
ing these cash deposits in the accounts at the “Ae ae Union Trust 
Co., National Bank of Washington, and Hamilton National Bank—— 

Mr. Brac. Do you want her to give credit for those? 

Mr. Bauman (continuing). Of Washington, together with these 
unexplained cash disbursements is $8,801.39. Now, did you or your 
wife during the first 814 months of 1951 have any sources of in- 
come or receipts other than your police pay, your wife’s salary, these 


repayments on loans which you have testified to, and interest on 
loans? 











794 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Beacu. They would fall under all of these categories, salaries, 
interests, loans payable, withdrawals from banks, reimbursements 
Salaries are not our only investment. 

Mr. Bauman. I think it has been perfectly clear that I am only 
talking about cash. Is that your understanding ? 

Mr. Bracu. I don’t understand it either, because 99 percent of my 
business is done by check, and I certainly can’t get the impression of 
so much cash around here. It is my thought, and has been my thought 
over a period of years that a man who transacted his business by 
check and bank draft was to be appreciated, and I find now it’s getting 
me into trouble. 

Mr. Bauman. I would like to know if you understand that all the 
questions I have asked you ever since I started asking questions this 
morning have to do with cash, Inspector ? 

Mr. Bracu. No, they haven't. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you understand that I am now asking you about 
cash ? 

Mr. Bracu. No, I don’t understand that, either. 

The CHarrMan. He is talking about cash, and nothing but cash. 

Mr. Beacu. I will be glad to accept it from you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any additional source from cash other 
than I have enumerated ? 

Mr. Beacu. Interest and investments. 

Mr. Bauman. By that I take it you mean repayments of loans? 

Mr. Beacu. Repayment. of interest or repayment of loans. 

Mr. Scuuserr. Mr. Chairman, I think that draws a false inference 
in that some of that cash may have been withdrawn and redeposited. 

Mr. Beacu. It was. 

Mr. BauMaNn. What isthis? I did not hear this. 

Mr. Beacu. A lot of the cash that you have referred to here ob- 
viously was withdrawn and redeposited. 

Mr. Bauman. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman. Any items where that could 
possibly have happened were eliminated from this schedule. 

Now, I want you to tell me specifically, Inspector, how much cash 
you obtained in the year 1951, until September 30, from each of the 
sources you have just told me about. 

Mr. Bracu. O. K.,I will give you that figure. 

Mr. Bauman. In cash. 

Mr. Beacu. You want cash. Well, this interest and my * 
notary fees—she is a notary public—my wife's notary fees and i 
terest that we got from loans is $760. The money that I Dale 
or I am now indebted for $3,050 is cash, the withdrawals from banks 
less deposits—and I am not including any of the withdrawals here, 
any check disbursements—withdrawals above our deposits was 
$9,688. 

There was reimbursements in cash from expenditures of $2,391. 
There was additional bank deposits—and that is money we put back 
in my checking account as I just explained a while ago, and which all 
totaled up to a total of receipts from all of these sources. So as to 
create as little eee e as possible, let’s admit that a man that is in 
business takes a salary out of his business, doesn’t he, and if you would 
divide a man’s business and his income by his salary alone, you 
wouldn’t make a millionaire out of him. 
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These are facts upon which my accounting is based, and they total 
up to that. And I was stopped a moment ago when I was going into 
disbursements—during the year 1951 we wrote checks which included 
repairs to home, and this is what I write checks for—repairs to the 
home down in the country, clothing, insurance, rent, doctors and 
dentists, household furnishings, jewelry and gifts are all by check 
disbursements, and it is a total of $13,532.31 during the year 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. You said before that you borrowed $3,000 in cash dur- 
ing the first 9 months of 1951? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you borrow that? 

Mr. Beacu. I just told you about the obligation that I got in cash 
vhich adds up to some of these cash disbursements. In other words, 
the man gave me 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you borrow $3,000 in 1951 in cash? 

Mr. Bracu. $1,550 of it came from Mr. Watts, as I explained a 
moment ago, and I think everybody here knows about that. 

The other $1,500 in 1951 was where I put my brother’s note in the 
bank for collection and had to put in a $1,500 personal note and a 
$1,000 first-trust note as collateral to get the $1,500, and I still owe it. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you do that? 

Mr. Beacu. That was in, I think, December. 

Mr. Bauman. That is after the first 9 months of 1951, Inspector? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. So we can forget about that. 

Mr. Beacn. Now, in 1951, regardless of what your figures are, I 
had cash disbursements of $2,769. 

The Cuarrman. The subcommittee will take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you direct this witness to return at this time? 

The CuHarrman. The witness will be expected to be here at 2 o’clock 
this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 12 m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 2 p. m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CHarrMan. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman. On Monday, May 26, 1952, a member of the subcom- 
mittee staff went to the residence of Robert J. Barrett, in Washington, 
D. C., at 5811 Seventh Street NW., in order to leave with somebody 
there a copy of the following letter addressed to Robert J. Barrett at 
that address, saying: 


Dear MR. BARRETT: Pursuant to the subpena of this subcommittee previously 
‘erved upon you, you are hereby directed to appear before the subcommittee at 
«p.m. on Wednesday, May 28, 1952, in room P-38 of the Capitol, Washington, 
DS 


Very truly yours, 


MATTHEW M. NEELY, Chairman. 


The staff investigator was unable to find anybody at home and I 
thereupon, in the morning, called Mr. Charles E. Ford, who has repre- 
sented Major Barrett, but was not able to get him at the time I called. 
I might say that he returned my call promptly and I was not there 
when he returned it, but we finally got to talk to one another at about 
30clock in the afternoon, and I told Mr. Ford that the subcommittee 
wanted Mr. Barrett to appear today. 
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As a matter of fact, I sent Mr. Ford a letter over my own signature 7 ee 
to that effect which indicated that Major Barrett was wanted a ae alg 
o'clock in the morning. That was a typographical error which cs | 
rected by another letter sent to him later that afternoon. 

We of the subcommittee staff have made efforts to locate Major 
Barrett and have been unsuccessful in so doing. oe 30 
this staff were outside his home until approximately 11 p. m. ‘o 
evening. 

The Cuarrman. From what time? 

Mr. Bauman. From about 9:30, and although the house was um 
nated, nobody would answer the repeated summons of the doorbe!! 

In addition, those investigators called Major Barrett’s number and 
nobody answered the phone. 

After Mr. Ford was served on May 26, 1952—— 

The Cuarrman. You mean Mr. Barrett or Mr. Ford? "¢ tl - 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Ford was sent a copy of this letter. I sent the ° ; . Ek 
original of your letter to Major Barrett to be left at Major Barrett's panes 
home and that was done at about 5 p. m., on May 26, 1952. a f 

I have since been informed by Mr. Ford that the letter to Mr, ae Gia 
Barrett was received by Mrs. Barrett later that evening. peer gS 

I am now informed that Mr. Ford does not know the whereabouts 
of his client and that Mrs. Barrett does not know the whereabouts of 
her husband. I have been so informed by Mr. Ford. 

The Cramman. How long has he been absent without leave, or 
knowledge of the place to which he has gone? 

Mr. Bauman. I am not in a position to answer that, but my best 
information is that it is a period of about 2 weeks at this time. Mr. 
Barrett, I might say, was in the same position as every other witness 
at the January hearings, all were instructed by the ¢ ‘hair at the coi 
clusion of those hearings that they would remain subject to the fu rt 
call of this committee. And it does appear to me, Mr, Chairman, oun ins tid 
any witness who has been served a subpena by this committee must be bi ‘ata 
subject to this call and available to this committee at such times as The Cy 
the committee wants to hear him. 

I understand Mr. Barrett is not in the room today and is not ava 
able today. Mr. Ford, however, his attorney, is. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Ford, do you wish to say anything in behalf 
of your client? Me Ba 

Mr. Forp. Yes, I would, if I may. While I am not under subpena, Pi aa 
I came here because I owe this committee that courtesy, because they “The CD 
certainly extended to me courtesies as a lawyer and to my professio n. Will es 

I agree with everything that Mr. Bauman says, with one exception. Toss ‘ai 

I was with Major Barrett to my knowledge every time that he was ing ,;., el 
attendance of this committee. At no time in my presence, and I sup- a nti 
pose the best evidence is the Senate’s own records, was he told to remait M ‘Sr 
on call, but that to my recollection he was told that was all when he ae 
finished testifying in January. I know of no oceasion when Major TESTIMO 
Barrett was told by this committee, chairman or any of its members, , 
to consider himself under a continuing subpena. 

In that regard I must take issue with Mr. Bauman’s statement. Mr. Ba 
That is the only part of his statement I desire to take issue with. Mr. St 

Mr. Bauman. I might say Me 

The — AIRMAN. Have you any idea where Major Barrett is? ir x 

Mr. Forp. I do not, Senator. iG 
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The Carman. When did you last see him ? 

Mr. Forp. I thought of that question, and I feel that that question 
puts me in the position of violating a privilege which exists between 
attorney and client, and so on that basis I respectfully decline to 
answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that Major Barrett 
was at no time excused, according to the record, and I believe Mr. 
Ford’s scrutiny of the record will bear that out. He was told at 
the conclusion of his own testimony “You may stand aside,” not “You 
are excused.” And the direction to which I have referred was made 
to all witnesses and made reference to all witnesses at the conclusion 
of the general hearings. In other words, all witnesses were directed 
to hold themselves subject to the further call of this committee. And 
if for any reason Mr. Barrett was not in the room at the time, it would 
sem to me a pretty easy matter for a man to escape the jurisdiction 

of the committee by the simple expedient of being out of the room 
at the time the chairman issued such a direction. 

Accordingly, it is my position that Mr. Barrett is subject to the 
orders of this committee, and has failed to obey one of them. 

Mr. Forp. My only suggestion, Senator, is that I believe we have the 
record and I suggest that the chairman read and see if there is any- 
thing in there that tells Major Barrett to stay on call. If there is, 
[ would like to correct my statement because I believe the record to 
be the true statement of facts. 

I would like to add one thing. Subsequent to his being here, and if 
he was put on call, I read in the newspapers where an invitation was 
civen to him, Commissioner Y oung, to come here voluntarily if they 
suw fit. He did not accept that invitation if they saw fit. He did not 
accept that invitation that the committee had handed to him. I would 
be under the belief reasonably that had the committee wanted his at- 
tendance they would have issued a subpena at that time, because he 
was in the District at the time the invitation was granted to him, which 
was on a voluntary basis. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Ford, the Chair extended the invitation to 
which you have referred, and was very much disappointed that Mr. 
Barrett and the others included in it did not accept. But that invita- 
tion was based on matters entirely different from those about which 
we should now like to inquire of the major. 

Mr. Bauman. I wish at this time, Mr. Chairman, to take certain 
testimony with regard to Robert J. Barrett. 

The CuamrMan. You will proceed. 

Will you please rise and be sworn? 

You do solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about to 
give in the case will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Srerker. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JEROME J. STEIKER, ACCOUNTANT ON THE STAFF 
OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name? 
Mr. Sretxer. Jerome J. Steiker. 
Mr. Bauman. S-t-e-i-k-e-r? 

Mr. Srerker. That is correct. 
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Mr. Bauman. Are you a member of the staff of this subcommittee! 

Mr. Srerker. I am. 

Mr. Bauman. In what capacity, please ? 

Mr. Srerker. In the capacity of accountant. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you a certified public accountant of the State of 
New York? 

Mr. Sretxer. I am. 

Mr. Bauman. And are you presently on leave of absence from 4 
firm of certified public accountants in that State known as Hurdn 
& Cranstroun in New York City; is that correct? 

Mr. Sreirxer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. You have graduated from the Harvard Graduate 
School of Business; is that correct ? 

Mr. Srerker. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. In what year were you so graduated ? 

Mr. Srerker. 1947. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your major subject at Harvard Business 
School ? 

Mr. Srerker. Accounting and finance. 

Mr. Bauman. And upon your graduation from Harvard Business 
School, what was your first employ ment ? 

Mr. Srerker. Hurdman & Cranstoun. 

Mr. Bauman. You have been employed by them in an accounting 
capacity ever since until your mnalonain: by the subcommittee ; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Sterker. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you, pursuant to my direction, caused an exam 
ination to be made into the financial affairs of Robert J. Barrett for 
the period from January 1, 1949, until September 30, 1951? 

Mr. Sreirker. That is true. 

Mr. Bauman. Please tell the committee the results of that investi- 
gation. 

Mr. Srerker. The following summary analyzes the financial con- 
dition of Robert J. Barrett during the period January 1, 1949, to 
September 30, 1951. 

The accounting approach used was the receipts and disbursements 
method. 

The examination started with the financial questionnaire sworn 
to and submitted by Robert J. Barrett. 

In addition, the subcommittee received most of Mr. and Mrs. Bar- 
rett’s canceled checks for the years 1949, 1950, and 1951. 

It should be noted that about 50 canceled checks were not submitted 
and an examination of the stub books showed that 32 check stubs had 
been torn from the binding and were missing. 

Based on information contained in the questionnaire on canceled 
checks subpenas were issued to banks, department stores, and other 
vendors. 

Information derived from canceled checks was fragmentary ina: 
much as most of Mrs. Barrett’s dealings were not by check, but in 
cash. For example, a $12.26 check to the order of a local laundry 
brought to light laundry disbursements totaling over $450 in cash 
during the period. 

A $20 check in 1951, payable to a florist, revealed payments in cash 
of $213.80 not otherwise disclosed. 


CI 


A ch 
reveale 
A se 
dry-cle 
additic 
study. 
A$l 
senting 
to be a 
tional 
and th 
An 
in 195. 
discov 
that fit 
A cl 
tional 
Ac 
tional 
The 
by Mi 
net ta 
board 
Fur 
hand 
Mr. 
venda 
a con: 
burse! 
in cas 
Fo 
and |] 
mont. 
1949, 
Th 
conse 
and ¢ 
Th 
30, 1 
disbu 
In 
Barr 
such 
ment 
home 
entel 
TI 
with 
posit 
Dep: 
Ww 
burs 
teml 





irdma 


rad) late 


uSiness 


unting 
tee: js 


eXam- 
ett for 
nvesti- 


i] Ccon- 
49, to 


sments 
SWOrn 
. Bar- 


mitted 
»s had 


nceled 


other 


- nase 

ut in 
undry 
) cas! 


1 cash 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 799 


A check for $48.76 in 1951, payable to a building-supply company, 
revealed additional disbursements in this period of over $700 in cash. 

A series of six checks in 1950 totaling $145.50, payable to a local 
dry-cleaning establishment, led to the discovery of over $1,000 in 
additional cash payments for dry cleaning during the period under 
study. 

A $17 charge appearing on Mr. Barrett’s bank statement and repre- 
senting a check not submitted by him to the subcommittee turned out 
to be a payment to an awning company whose records showed addi- 
tional cash payments by Mr. Barrett of over $300 during 1949, 1950, 
and the first 9 months of 1951. 

Among the checks not submitted by Mr. Barrett was one for $20 
in 1951, payable to a hardware and heating concern. This led to the 
discovery of an additional $500 in cash purchases by Mr. Barrett from 
that firm. 

A check for $2.50 to a venetian-blind establishment uncovered addi- 
tional cash disbursements of over $400 during the period. 

A check for $4 in 1949 to a dentist led to the disclosure of addi- 
tional cash payments of $244 in the period under study. 

The analysis of the period took into consideration all funds received 
by Mr. Barrett from sources acknowledged by him. These include 
net take-home pay, receipts from sale of boats, loans, income from a 
boarder, and distributions from family estates. 

Funds available to him at the beginning of the period from cash on 
hand and all known bank accounts were also taken into account. 

Mr. Barrett’s disbursements were documented by canceled checks, 
vendors’ records, sworn statements and the like and, in fact, represent 
a conservative figure. By that I mean that all of Mr. Barrett’s dis- 
bursements of necessity are not included here because he dealt largely 
in cash, and cash purchases are typically difficult to trace. 

For example, he is shown as having spent only $50.22 for himself 
and his wife in all clothing, department, and specialty stores in 9 
months of 1951, whereas purchases of $671.71 were found for the year 
1949, and $376.49 for the year 1950. 

This pattern seems to indicate that the $50.22 shown for 1951 is a 
conservative, indeed a fragmentary record of Mr. Barrett’s clothing 
and other store purchases during that period. 

The conclusion is that during the 33 months ended September 
30, 1951, Robert J. Barrett spent in excess of funds available for 
disbursement the sum of $13,880.92. 

In addition we have estimated that during this period Mr. and Mrs. 
Barrett spent an average of $15 per week as pocket money, covering 
such day-to-day expenditures as barber shop, cosmetics, beauty treat- 
ments, shoe shines, lunches, and other food consumed away from 
home, cigarettes, and the like, and about $40 to $45 per month for 
entertainment and liquor. 

This includes all expenditures for entertaining the many people 
with whom Mr. Barrett had contact while holding the important 
position of Major and Superintendent of the Metropolitan Police 
Department. 

When these additional expenditures are included the excess dis- 
bursements of Mr. Barrett for the 2 years and 9 months ended Sep- 
tember 30, 1951, total $17,400.92. 
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The analysis of excess disbursements by years is shown in Barrett 
exhibit A and attached. 

Mr. Bauman. At this time I should like to offer in evidence exhibit 
A referred to in the testimony of the accountant. Will you mark it in 
evidence ¢ 

The CuarrmMan. It is ordered made a part of the record of this 
proceeding. 

(The document referred to was marked “Barrett Exhibit A” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Will you continue? 

Mr. Srerker. This exhibit shows that Mr. Barrett spent in excess of 
funds available the following: 

In 1949, $5,150.93. 

In 1950, $8,204.52. 

In the first 9 months of 1951, $4,060.47, or a grand total of $17,400.92. 

Cash on hand in banks: Cash on hand and in banks at the beginning 
and end of each period is shown in schedule 1. 

Mr. Bauman. At this time I should like to offer in evidence schedule 
1 referred to as Barrett exhibit B. 

(The document referred to was marked “Barrett Exhibit B,” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Cuarrman. The exhibit is ordered made a part of the record. 

Mr. Bauman. Continue, please. 

Mr. Srerker. The figures for cash on hand represent Mr. Barrett’s 
own estimates in his financial questionnaire. 

The balances in the American Security & Trust Co. checking ac- 
count and in Mrs. Barrett’s savings account in the Oriental Building 
Association were taken from photostats of bank records. 

Schedule 2 lists all receipts for Mr. and Mr. Barrett during the 
period in question. 

Mr. Bauman. Continue. 

Mr. Srerker. And it shows the following: 

In 1949, $11,178.40. 

In 1950, $16,202.76. 

The first 9 months of 1951, $25,038.99. A total of $50,420.20. 

Mr. Bauman. At this time I should like to offer in evidence sched- 
ule 2 referred to as Barrett exhibit C in evidence. 

The Cuatrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Barrett Exhibit C,” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Continue, please. 

Mr. Srerker. Salary: Take-home pay: The amounts shown for net 
salary represent the actual amount of take-home pay of Robert J. 
Barrett during the period in question. This information was obtained 
from payroll checks endorsed by Mr. Barrett and now on file in the 
General Accounting Office. 

2. Sale of boats: 

(a) A check dated January 18, 1950, in the amount of $2,000 was 
received by Mr. Barrett from Frances E. Burgess in payment of a 
Garwood open utility boat, bearing No. 13A1052. 

(>) Mr. Barrett received $4,200 from the sale of a Higgins sport 
speedster, No. 13D1084, in July 1951. 

3. Loan for Albert P. Dicker: Mr. Barrett claims to have borrowed 
$3,500 on October 23, 1950, from Albert P. Dicker, and this is assumed 
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to have been the case for the instant purpose. This appears at page 
25 of the financial questionnaire. 

4. Loan from Oriental Building Association: On July 13, 1951, 
Mr. Barrett received $6,000 from the Oriental Building Associs ation. 
This figure was obtained from Mr. Barrett’s questionnaire, and i 
documented by a photostatic copy of Mr. Barrett’s real-estate seas 
—— ledger card, furnished by the Oriental Building Association. 

Room and board, father-in-law: Mr. Burkley Inge, Sr., paid for 
room and board in Mr. Barrett’s household, according to question 27, 
page 5, of the financial questionnaire. 

From an examination of the bank records of Mr. Barrett and his 
father-in-law, the amount of contribution was determined to be $100 
per month. 

6. Distribution from father’s and mother’s estate: The amount of 
money received from the estate of Mr. Barrett’s father and mother was 
determined by examining the checks issued by the estate to Mr. Barrett 
during the period in question. 

Mr. Bauman. I think you are going too quickly. Please talk more 
slowly. 

Mr. Sterker. Mr. Barrett received $1,850 in 1949, $1,100 in 1950, 
and $2,381.23 in the first 9 months of 1951. 

7 and 8, combined: Distribution from estate of brother and father- 
in-law. 

On September 25, 1951, Mr. Barrett received a partial distribution 
from his brother’s estate in the amount of $3,210.04. 

On July 9, 1951, he had received proceeds of his father-in-law’s 
estate in the amount of $800. 

Both of these we re substantiated by deposits in Mr. Barrett’s bank 
account in the American Security & Trust Co. 

Disbursements: The major categories of disbursements for Robert 
J. Barrett are summarized in schedule 8. 

Mr. Bauman. I should like to offer in evidence schedule 3 to which 
reference has just been made as Barrett exhibit D. 

The CHatrmMan. It will be made a part of the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Barrett Exhibit D,” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Srerker. Automobile payments. 

No. 1. Automobile payments during 1950 and 1951 consisted of 
payments to Arcade Pontiac, Inc., on a 1950 Pontiac purchased in 
February 1950, and a 1951 Pontiac purchased in 1951. 

This information was obtained from invoices and records of Arcade 
Pontiac, Inc. 

2. Purchase of farm: $10,083.60 re ey: total payments in 1951 
for the purchase of the Dudrow Farm near Urbana, Md., by Mr. 
Barrett, as set forth in the settlement sheet sebenitted by the attorney 
—— the sale. 

Bo: at payments: Payments of $755 in 1949, $3,941.48 in 1950, and 

73.7 72 in 1951 represent payments for boats purchased from Arcade 

P ies ic, Inc., and the Jack Richie Motor Co. shown on ledger sheets 
of those companies. 

4. Wedding expenses: The figure of $5,000 for total wedding ex- 
penses were submitted by Mr. Barrett in his financial question: Lire. 
Inasmuch as most of the expenses in connection with the wedding 
were paid in cash and since the payments approximating $5,000 were, 
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in fact, identified with the wedding, Mr. Barrett’s figure was used in 
this summary. 

5. Furniture and appliances: Schedule 5 shows purchases of fur- 
niture and appliances during the period in question. This informa- 
tion was obtained from records furnished by the William E. Miller 
Furniture Co. for furniture purchases and Hoffman & Cooper for 
the purchase of a heater and refrigerator. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer a copy of schedule 5 referred to in evi- 
dence as Barrett exhibit E. 

The Cramman, It will be made a part of the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Barrett Exhibit E,’ and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Proceed. 

Mr. Srerker. 6. Repayment of loan: In 1949, Mr. Barrett com- 
pleted payments of $306 to the City Bank representing final pay- 
ments on a $400 loan made in October 1948. 

7. Living expenses: All of the disbursements which follow are sum- 
marized in schedule 4, schedule of living expenses. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer a copy of schedule 4 referred to as Bar- 
rett exhibit F. 

The CrarrMan. It will be made a part of the record. 

(The document was marked “Barrett Exhibit F” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. Proceed. 

Mr. Srerker. Payments on home: Payments of $3,010 in 1949, $2.- 
100 in 1950, and $1,000 in the first 9 months of 1951 represent pay- 
ments covering principal, interest, taxes, and insurance on Mr. Bar- 
rett’s home in the District of Columbia, paid to the Oriental Build- 
ing Association, Washington, D. C. 

These amounts were taken from photostatic copies of the bank 
ledger cards. 

Food: The amount included for food consumed in the home was 
based upon estimates provided by Mr. Barrett in his questionnaire. 

Home improvements and repairs: Amounts spent for home improve- 
ments and repairs are spelled out in detail in schedule 9. These are 
8 a9 by canceled checks of Mr. Barrett and record of vendors. 

otal amounts for the period in question were $1,123.07 in 1949, 
$875.47 in 1950, and $506.84 for the first 9 months in 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer in evidence schedule 9 referred to as Bar- 
rett exhibit G. 

The CHarrMan. It is made a part of the record. 

(The document was marked “Barrett Exhibit G” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sretxer. Mr. Barrett stated in his questionnaire that his esti 
mate of the total amounts spent for domestic help was $500 in 1949, 
$750 in 1950, and $250 in 1951. 

However, Mr. Barrett has stated to a Government agency that the 
total cost of maid service was $1,300 per year, since Mr. Barrett’s 
father-in-law became a boarder, in that he had formerly employed a 
maid 3 days a week, but increased that to 4 days a week because of 
the boarder. 
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In schedule 3, therefore, cost of domestic help was taken as $1,300 
in 1980, $975 in 1949, which is three-quarters of the 1950 figure, and 
250 for the first 9 months of 1951. 

Contributions: Amounts spent for contributions for the years 1949 
and 1950 were taken from official records and canceled checks. 
\mounts spent for the first 9 months of 1951 were estimated at three- 
quarters of the actual 1950 amount. 

Schedule 11 shows these facts in detail. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that in evidence as Barrett exhibit H. 

The CnHatrMAN. It is made a part of the record. 

(The document was marked “Barrett Exhibit H,” and will be found 
» the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sterker. Pocket money: Amounts spent by Mr. and Mrs. Bar- 
rett for small pocket expenses such as betbet shop, taxis, cosmetics, 
shoe shines, lunches, and other food consumed away from home, news- 
papers, cigarettes, and the like, was estimated at $15 per week. 

Department, specialty, and clothing stores: Schedule 7 shows in 
detail the amounts spent in department, specialty, and clothing stores. 
[hese amounts do not include cash sales to Mr. and Mrs. Barrett. 
Most stores do not keep records of cash purchases, and such informa- 
tion was not available to the subcommittee. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that in evidence as Barrett exhibit J. 

The CuatrMan. It is made a part of the record. 

(The document was marked “Barrett Exhibit J,” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman, Proceed. 

Mr. Srerker. Taxes: Schedule 8 shows in detail the amounts paid 
for Federal and District taxes. This, of course, does not include taxes 
withheld from Mr. Barrett’s salary. 

Mr. BAuMAN. I offer that in evidence as Barrett exhibit K. 

The CHarrMan. It is made a part of the record. 

(The document was marked “Barrett Exhibit K,” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Proceed. 

Mr. Srerker. Payments on cottage: These amounts represent pay- 
ments on Mr. Barrett’s Colonial Beach cottage and are documented 
by a copy of a note and canceled checks. 

Insurance: Payments for insurance are listed in schedule 6 and 
represent payments for life insurance, auto insurance, and the like. 
These figures were taken from canceled checks and insurance company 
records, 

Mr. Bauman. I offer it in evidence as Barrett exhibit I. 

The CaHarrMan. It is made a part of the record. 

The document was marked “Barrett Exhibit I,” and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Bauman. Proceed. 

Mr. Srerker. Entertainment and liquor: Mr. Barrett in his ques- 
tionnaire was unable to estimate the amount spent for entertainment. 
Consequently, an estimate of both entertainment and liquor expenses 
was made at $40 to $45 a month, totaling $500 for 1949, $500 for 1950, 
and $375 for the first 9 months of 1951. 
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Other disbursements: The amounts included in “other disburse. 
ments” represent checks charged on Mr. Barrett’s bank statement 
which checks were not submitted by Mr. Barrett to this subcommittee, 
and which were not otherwise identified as being included in disburse. 
ments stated elsewhere. 

Cleaning and dyeing: Amounts included in this category represent 
information taken from the records of Central Cleaners, Washington, 
D.C. 

Miscellaneous check disbursements: Schedule 10 shows miscellane- 
ous small checks not included in other categories of disbursements, 
These total $318.01 in 1949, $91.88 in 1950, and $156.31 in the first 9 
months of 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. That is offered in evidence as Barrett exhibit L. 

The Carman. It is made a part of the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Barrett Exhibit L,” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sterker. Heating expenses: The amount for heating expenses 
repreesnts payments to the Washington Gas & Electric Co., to Hoff. 
man and Cooper and to George S. Norman, covering heating expenses 
of Mr. Barrett’s home in Washington, D. C., and his cottage in Co- 
lonial Beach. 

These amounts were taken from Mr. Barrett’s questionnaire and 
from dealer records. 

Boat expenses: Boat expenses include payments for dues to thi 
Corinthian Yacht Club and payments for gasoline, oil, and_ boat 
repairs. 

These amounts were taken from canceled checks and records a 
statements of the yacht club and dealers. 

Vacations: The amounts included for vacations represent hotel 
costs only and do not include any expenditures for food, amusements. 
travel costs, and the like. All hotel expenses are documented by hotel 
records. 

Furs: $256.20 represents the cost of a fur piece purchased from 
Saks, Washington, D. C., in 1949. 

Laundry expenses: Payments for laundry were made to Elite 
Laundry Co. and to Sterling Laundry, Inc., Washington, D. C., and 
were taken from records and statements of the two companies. 

Telephone: ‘Telephone expenses represent amounts based on cai- 
celed checks for telephone service at Mr. Barrett’s home and his cot- 
tage at Colonial Beach. 

Flowers: Amounts spent for flowers were $176.50 in 1949, $257.26 
in 1950, $219.92 in the first 9 months of 1951, and represent payments 
to several florists in the District of Columbia. 

Sources of information here were records of the various florists. 

Electricity: Information relating to payments for electricity was 
obtained from both Mr. Barrett’s questionnaire and his canceled 
checks. 

Medical expenses: The amounts spent for doctors, dentists, and 
hospitals were obtained from records of doctors and hospitals. 

Gifts: The amount of $100 each year was the amount estimated by 
Mr. Barrett in his questionnaire. 

Pictures and frames: Amounts included in this category represent 
payments to Bachrach for photographs and payments to Cohen’s for 
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victure frames. Totals for this period were $86.38 in 1949, $229.66 in 
1950, and $108.41 in the first 9 months of 1951. 

Dues: The amount expended for dues was taken from Mr. Bar- 
rett’s questionnaire and represents payments to four organizations. 

Bank-service charges: These charges were obtained from photo- 
static copies of bank statements. The total of all disbursements for 
the period under review is as follows: 1949, $16,604.71; 1950, $25,- 
964.07: for the first 9 months of 1951, $20,841.81—total of $61,410.59 

Although the grand total of Mr. Barrett’s expenditures will, prob- 
ably, never be known because of his habit of conducting financial 
transactions in cash, and his practice of destroying financial records, 
the money which Mr. Barrett spent during 1949, 1950, and the first 
9 months of 1951, over and above the money which he received and 
had available to spend during that time amounts to at least $17,400.92. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, in this connection I shou'd like to 
say that the approach of the subcommittee and its staff has been a 
hyperconservative one. 

Our approach has been that where we could not actually prove the 
existence of an expense we eliminated it, although we knew in fact it 
must have occurred. 

There is no water in these figures at all, and I think if the truth 
were to be known about Mr. Barrett’s financial transactions in the 
last 2 years and 9 months, if we could possibly have traced all of 
the cash payments and have followed the leads provided by all of 
the mutilated and destroyed records, the figure that this committee 
would have had before it today would be, at least, double what you 
have just heard. 

I have no further questions of Mr. Steiker, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Bauman. Not of this witness, sir. 

Mr. Forp. Before you adjourn, Mr. Chairman, may I have the 
privilege of ordering a copy of this testimony at my own expense / 

The Cuatmman. Certainly. 

Mr. Bauman. The next order of business, Mr. Chairman, is the 
reversion to the executive session for a continuation of the testimony 
started this morning. 

The Caiman. The open session is ended. 

(Whereupon, at 2:50 p. m., the committee proceeded in executive 
session. ) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


(Present: Senators Neely and Welker.) 

The CuairMan. The subcommittee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman. May we proceed? Is your attorney here ? 

Mr. Breacu. He will be back in a minute. 

Mr. Bauman. The witness’ attorney is not here, he will be back in 
a moment. 

The Carman. You may proceed. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF BEVERLY C. BEACH, INSPECTOR, METRO- 
POLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D. C.; ACCOM- 
PANIED BY WALLACE L. SCHUBERT, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. There are just one or two things that I did not under- 
stand this morning, Inspector Beach. I wondered if you would clear 
them up for me. 


94273—52—pt. 226 
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So far as this loan to Woltz is concerned, in April of 1950 you loaned 
Mrs. Woltz $1,500; is that right ? 

Mr. Breacn. That is correct, I think, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And July of that year you loaned her an additional 
$500, totaling $2,000; is that correct? 

Mr. Breacu. We made about three loans, I know. 

Mr. Bauman. As of July 1950, did you make an additional loan of 
$500 2 2 ; 

Mr. Beacn. If the record shows that, I will say yes. 

Mr. BauMaNn. At the time you loaned that second $500, you took 
back a note in the total sum of $2,000; is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacn. We had a note for $2,000. 

Mr. Bauman. That included the $1,500 and the $500; is that cor 
rect ¢ 

Mr. Beacnu. That would be the figure, of course, 15 and 5. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on September 6, 1950, Mrs. Woltz paid back 
$500 and a new note was executed on February 28 for the balance of 
$1,500; 1s that right? 

Mr. Beacu. One time she had two notes, I recall. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking you, after she paid back the $500 was the 
new note executed for $1,500 ? 

Mr. Beacu. We will say that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. That was repaid by check, that $1,500, according to 
that deposit slip I showed you this morning? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $1,000 in cash that was on 
that deposit slip? 

Mr. Beacu. From Mrs. Woltz. 

Mr. Bauman. Is there any other note or indication—— 

Mr. Beacu. No. 

Mr. BAuMan (continuing). Of having loaned her money ? 

Mr. Beacu. No; it was just a very short term, as I recall. They 
were going to make a down payment on a house, and it was not con- 
summated, and that was returned. 

Mr. BAuMAN. On what date did you make that loan ? 

Mr. Beacu. Some months prior to that. 

Mr. Bauman. In what year, sir? 

Mr. Beacu. The same year. 

Mr. Bauman. 1951 or 1950? 

Mr. Beacu. Well, it would be in 1950—in all probability it would 
be in 1951. Iam not accurate on that; I could not possibly be. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you lend her that thousand dollars over and 
above this $2,000 in cash, or by check ? 

Mr. Beacu. My wife brought that from her safe down at the office. 

Mr. BaumAN. She had athousand dollars in her safe? 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did she get the thousand dollars from ? 

Mr. Bracu. It was money obviously withdrawn prior to this for 
another expenditure, that was not used. 

The Cuatrman. Let us trace that one back to its source, Mr. In- 
spector. Where did it come from before your wife 

Mr. Beacu. Withdrawn from the bank, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. From what bank? 
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Mr. Beacu. It would be from the Hamilton in most probability ; 
put, as I say, I do not have those records here. They havethem. And 
would have to be from the Perpetual or it would have to be from 
the Hamilton, one or the other banks. 

The CHatrMaN. Youare sure it is from one of those two banks ? 

Mr. Beacn. It has to be. 

The CHarrMan. And what was the sum—a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Beacu. There was other loans. 

The CHarRMAN. But what is the sum ? 

Mr. Beacn. In question ? 

fhe CHarrMAN. Was ita thousand dollars? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

The Cuamman. Somebody deposited that thousand dollars in either 

‘he Perpetual or the Hamilton Bank ? 

Mr. Bracu. Over a period of years these deposits were mace. 

The Cuairman. When and where did you originally get that thou- 
and dollars you deposited and later withdrew ? 

Mr. Beacu. We made routine deposits, Mr. Chairman, as the records 
have indicated. We had built up approximately $10,000. 

The CHatrrman. Mr. Inspector, please tell us how you got the thou- 
sind dollars which we have long discussed. 

Mr. Beacu. I would be very happy to go back and retrace the whole 
thing. 

The CuarrMan. Please do. 

Mr. Bracu. I will retrace the entire thing if you will give me just 
amoment, Mr. Senator. Let us trace all of our savings, and then we 
can, of course, know that is where it came from. 

Mr. Bauman. We have had these precise figures read into the record 
about three times. Obviously, he does not want to trace this individual 
ne. He wants to read again all of the figures pertaining to his finan- 

al transactions. 

The CHarrMan. The Chair will not permit that to be done. 

Mr. Beacn. Incomes and savings. 

The Caarrman. During what period of time? 

Mr. Br acu. Over a period of since my wife started work, when she 
was 16, and I started when I was 19; so, it would be over a period of 
bout 30 years. 

The Cuarrman. You have been accumulating that $1,000, then, over 
period of 30 years; is that your answer ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. That thousand would be a part of our accumulated 
AVINGs, 

Mr. Bauman. Why, Inspector Beach, you said in executive session 

tefore this committee in January of this year that by the time you got 

through drawing out money for that Selby loan you did not have a 
penny in the vault, and every cent you had ‘of that kind was gone. 

Mr. Brace. Not all of it. 

Mr. Bauman. This is not the accumulation—pardon me for raising 
hy voice—this is not the accumulation for 16 years. If it is anything, 
itis an accumulation for 1949, because, as you told this committee 
inder oath in January, after 1948 you did not have anything left of 
this kind. 

Mr. Beacu. That is correct. 





SOS CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The CuarMan. Do you not see, Mr. Inspector, that your previo, 
answer is now null and void? 

Mr. Beacu. If I told you that we did not have anything in 194s 
I did not tell you the facts, because we had our building and lox 
still being ac cumulated in 1951, and in 1948, as the books w ill show, 

Mr. Bauman. Let us go back to 1950. 

The Cuamman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuairmMan. Inspector, any explanation that you care to i 
will be included in the record. 

Mr. Beacu. Our savings and our expenditures are those thing 
that have been accumulated over a period of years. A man does 1y 
go out here and make what we have had in a few months. He hias | 
save his money over a period of years. My wife has worked since s 
was 16; I have worked for a lifetime; and we have saved it. W, 
have saved our money, and as a result of those savings we have bee 
able to expend money. When my records here show the amount | 
financial transactions over a period of years, it is impossible for ; 
individual to say that this $100 came from here or this $150 came fro 
there. As any businessman knows, it is impossible. I am not bein 
evasive. 

The Crarman. What, in your opinion, is your net worth at { 
present time ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. My net worth at the present time has decreased. It 
now, I’d say, around $26,000. 

The Cuarman. What is your wife’s net worth? 

Mr. Beacnu. That includes the two of us, sir. 

The CHarman. What, in your opinfon, was your net worth on 
the 1st of January, on the 1st of June, and the 31st of December 194s! 
I am asking about the three dates because I want to tie them into other 
testimony you have given. 

Mr. Bracu. I will have to refer to the records, sir. 

The Cuamman. Could you give us any estimate / 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, ves; I can tell you. 

The Cuamman. What it was on the first day of January 1948? 

Mr. Bracn. The first day of January 1948—purely just a guess; 
I have the records, of course—I'd say that my net worth at that time 
was prob: ably around $18,000. 

The Cnairman. Does that include your wife’s net worth? 

Mr. Bracn. Both of us combined. 

The Cuairman. What was it on the 31st of December 1948? 

Mr. Bracn. Oh, it would probably have increased in that time 
about a thousand dollars. Strictly a guess, of course. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 26, 1950, Inspector, $95 was deposited 
in your joint account at the Union Trust Co. Where did you get 
this money ? 

Mr. Beacu. That is my wife’s deposit. She has her account there. 
I have none there. 

Mr. Bauman. That is a joint account; is it not? 

Mr. Bracu. Oh, yes: all of our accounts are joint. 

Mr. Bauman. That is right. Your wife does almost all of the de- 
positing in all of those joint accounts; is that correct? 
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Mr. Beacu. No. She does the depositing at the Perpetual, and 
ny money she deposits 
Vr. Bauman. In the Union Trust Co.? 
Mr. Beacu (continuing). Would be hers. 
Mr. Bauman. You do not know where your wife got the $95 she 
eposited on that day; is that correct ? She made the deposit ? 
Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Is that right? 
Mr. Breacu. She made the deposit, surely. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know where she would have gotten the 
oney ¢ 
Mr. Beacu. From her salary, of course. 
Mr. Bauman. On January 31, 1950, another $44.45 was deposited 
nyour joint account at the Perpetual. Do you have any idea where 
jat money came from? 
Mr. Beacu. I have never deposited a nickel in that bank. 
onnt off Mr. Bauman. I offer it in evidence. 
» for The document was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 20” and will be 
ne fronifound in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Mr. BaumaAN. Is it your contention that your wife deposited that 
joney { 
Mr. Beacu. Yes. 
Mr. Bauman. On February 23 you deposited your pay check i 
ir account in the National Bank of W ashington. On that same 
eposit slip it appears that you also deposited $: 240 in cash. 
Mr. Beacu. What are you referring to now? 
Mr. Bauman. I am talking about February 23, 1950, in the Nation- 
| Bank of Washington, and I show you the deposit slip. Where 
id you get the $240 that you deposited in cash on the same day as 
o deposited your pay check? 
Mr, Beacu. February 23, 1950—yes; that would be an interest pay- 
ent from Sergeant Steinman. 
Mr. Bauman. From who? 
Mr. Beacu. Sergeant Steinman. 
487 Mr. ocean, $240 in cash? 
L ouess: Mr. Beacu. Yes. 
nat tine Mr. Bauman. Did Steinman pay you in check? 
Mr. Beacn. Oh, no; he gave me a check. 
Mr. Bauman. And he gave it to you on that day? 
Mr. Beacu. Probably not that day, but a few days prior. 
Mr. Bauman. I take it that your clear recollection is that this 


Mr. Beacu. That is exactly what he would pay me. 

Mr. Bauman. I did not ask that. Where did you get the $240? 
eposited Mr, Beacu. I will answer you. To my best recollection, that is 
you get Witness hands written answer. | 
; Mr. Bauman. I will offer that in evidence. 
it there. (The document was marked “Beach Exhibit No. 21” and will be 

nd in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. On March 21, 1950, $130 was deposited in cash at 

Union Trust Co. 
Mr. Beacu. That would be a deposit by my wife. I have never 
‘posited a cent in there. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you give that money to your wife to deposit? 

Mr. Beacu. That would be hers. She gets a Christmas bonus, and 
a bonus twice a year. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where she got that $130? 

Mr. Bracu. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On that same day, March 21, $1,000 in cash wag 
deposited in your savings account at the Hamilton National Bank. 
I show you the deposit slip [handing witness slip]. So, on that sam 
day, your wife and you deposited in cash $1,130 in two different banks, 
Where did you get the thousand dollars that you deposited in cash 
on that date? 

Mr. Beacu. Can I see my bank checks? 

Mr. Bauman. On which bank ? 

Mr. Beacu. On the Hamilton. 

Mr. Bauman. We will give you a copy. Let me see; we do not 
have your statement. We have a transcript of your statement ; 
that bank. I certainly will make the figures available to you, how- 
ever. That statement ts at the bank, sir. 

Mr. Beacu. I mean—not the Hamilton, the National Bank of 
Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. I will give it to you in just one moment. Here yo 
are, sir. 

Mr. Breacu. You say you do not have the statement from the— 

Mr. Bauman. We have a transcript of your statement from the— 

Mr. Beacn. From the Hamilton Bank? 

Mr. Bauman. From the Hamilton; yes. 

Mr. Bracn. Could I see that ? 

Mr. Bauman. Since these are work sheets, I will read to you what 
they are. They are not official records, but made from the official 
records. I would say that you withdrew from the Hamilton on Feb- 
ruary 1, 1950, $200, and your next withdrawal from there was not 
until April 7, sir. 

Mr. Beacu. What were—is the withdrawal prior to that? 

Mr. Bauman. Before February 1? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. I remember now. 

Mr. Bauman. $4,000 to Steinman. 

Mr. Beacu. I have a faint recollection of that. Oh, yes, this, t 
my recollection, is a loan that we had made back in 1949 to my wife’ 
brother, and this was a repayment of that loan in March 1950. Tha 
is my recollection now. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his name? 

Mr. Beacn. His name is Selby. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you report such a loan to Mr. Selby in yo 
questionnaire ? 

Mr. Beacnu. Yes. It is in—it is all incorporated in one loan, as you 
know now. These repayments were made. He is on a figure of 59,000 
now. Iam glad I thought of that. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Inspector, will you name all whom you have f 
nanced during the past 3 or 4 years. 

Mr. Beacu. It is not a matter of financing. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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Mr. Scuvupert. May I make a short statement, Mr. Chairman. I 
just want to call the committee’s attention to the fact that prior to the 
time of this questionnaire there was certain capital of Inspector Beach 
and his wife from which these things were made. I think you are 
going at the thing backward. 

You are assuming that he did not have any money to begin with 
to make these loans with. If you start at the start of it, and then go 
forward, I think the thing would be much more understandable. 

The CuatrmMan. Inspector, will you now answer my question ? 

Mr. Beacu. I certainly will. 

The Cuarrman. Tell us the names of all whom you were financially 
carrying. 

Mr. Bracn. I wasn’t carrying them, please, Mr. Chairman. Only 
doing them a favor. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach, the chairman wants to know for 
whom you or your wife were buying clothes during the year 1951, 
their full names and their addresses. 

Mr. Beacn. You have Louise Crader. Rockville, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. And how much would you say your wife advanced 
for her during the year 1951? 

Mr. Beacn. We were trying to make that up. I think that we 
have it. In 1951 the amount wouldn’t exceed $75. 

Mr. Bauman. Now the next one was somebody in Italy you said? 

Mr. Beacu. Her sister Frances, present name is Proia. 

Mr. Bauman. Where does she live in Italy? 

Mr. Bracu. She doesn’t live there. 

Mr. Bauman. Where is she? 

Mr. Bracn. She lives in Silver Spring, Md. The street number I 
can’t remember, but she has a telephone. 

Mr. Bauman. And what was the amount of advances for her in 
1951? 

Mr. Beacn. All of them combined in 1951—— 

Mr. Bauman. I think the chairman wants to know for each in- 
dividual one. 

Mr. Bracu. I couldn't tell you that. I can tell you that the com- 
bined figure would be about $75. 

Mr. Bauman. For all of them? 

Mr. Beacn. All of them. 

Mr. Bauman. For Mrs. Proia and Mrs. Crader ? 

Mr. Bracnu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman.. Who else? 

Mr. Beacn. That’s all I know of. 

The CuatrMan. How much did you advance to your brother-in- 
law in 1951? 

Mr. Bracn. In 1951 my brother-in-law, I didn’t loan him anything. 

The Cuatrman. How much did you receive from your son during 
1951? 

Mr. Bracn. $700. 

The CuarrMan. As the repayment of a loan? 

Mr. Bracn. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. That includes everything he repaid you in 1951 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much did you advance him in 1951? 
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Mr. Bracu. He owes me now about $150, so it would be about $850 
to $900. 

The Cuatrman. Did you lend him $850 or $900 in 1951? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir; at various periods. 

The Cuarrman. Was that all you lent him in that year? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Are these all the relatives with whom you and your 
wife had financial transactions during the period about which we are 
inquiring ? 

Mr. Beacn. You see, she works downtown, Mr. Senator, and they 
live out of the city, and if they want something specifically she will go 
up and buy it for them and put it on her account. 

The Cuatrman. Have you named all the relatives with whom your 
wife had financial transactions in 1952? 

Mr. Breacn. The loans we have made 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Inspector, please answer the question. I asked 
whether the ones you have named are the only relatives with whom you 
and your wife had financial transactions during the last 2 or 3 years? 

Mr. Bracu. No, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Please name all the others and tell us where they 
live. 

Mr. Beacn. Mr. Mahlon Selby. He lives in Silver Spring, Md. 
His street address is—he is listed in the phone book. Mr. Hubert 
Woltz. 

The CHarrman. What is your relationship to these men ? 

Mr. Beacu. He is my brother-in-law. 

The CuHairman. He is your brother-in-law? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

The Cuairman. What financial transactions did you have with him 
in 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. We loaned him money to buy an original—we didn't 
loan him all the money. 

The CuatrmaNn. How much did you lend him? 

Mr. Beacu. A total of $9,000. 

The Cuarrman. When did you let him have it ? 

Mr. Beacu. Between 1947 and 1949. 

The CHatrMan. Where did you get that $9,000? 

Mr. Bracu. Out of the safe-deposit box at that time; Hamilton 
National Bank. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know how you obtained the $9,000 you had 
in the safe-deposit box ? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman, Will you please explain. 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. My wife and I were married in 1942 and she 
turned over to me approximately $8,500 in cash. I had approximately 

2,500 in cash. We pooled those resources and put it in the safe- 
deposit box. 

At that time, as I have explained heretofore, I was in litigation with 
my former wife. All of our savings from 1942 up until 1948 were 
put in a safe-deposit box, with the exception of a ices deposit in the 


Perpetual Building and Loan which amounted to about $25 a month 
each. 

The Cuamman. Tell us about your financial transactions with other 
relatives. 
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Mr. Beacu. Mr. Hubert Woltz. 

The CuHarrman. Where does he live? 

Mr. Bracu. He lives in Cabin John, Md. 

The Cuatrman. What financial transactions did you and your wife 
have with him during the year 1951? 

Mr. Beacu. In 1951 we just received repayments of what we had 
loaned them. 

The CuatmrmMan. How much did he repay you in 1951? 

Mr. Beacn. $2,500. 

The Crarmman. When did you receive that? 

Mr. Bracn. It was I think about April. The bank deposit slips 
have been put into evidence there. 

Mr. BaumMaN. The inspector claims it is 25. We have no reason to 
believe that there was more than 1,500 repaid to him in that year. 

Mr. Bracu. It is not a claim; it is a fact. I loaned my brother-in- 
law, that is the brother of my first wife whom I practically raised 
when he was a youngster, I loaned him $1,000 to buy an automobile 
and he repaid me at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. Bauman. Who is that, Inspector? 

Mr. Beacn. Herbert Falkner. 

The CuarrMan. He is another brother-in-law ? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Where does he live? 

Mr. Beacu. He lives in Arlington. I don’t know the street. 

The Cuarrman. To what o ther relatives did you lend money 

Mr. Beacu. I loaned my own brother in Nove »mber of 1950, I lo ined 
my own brother $1,934, 1, and he still owes me 

Mr. Bauman. Which brother? 

Mr. Beacn. James G. Beach. 

The CuarrMan. Where does he live? 

Mr. Breacu. And he lives at 900 Quincy Street NE., Washington, 
D. C. He has repaid all of that with the exception now of about I 
think $1,325. I loaned Sylvester E. Steinman, who lives at 3614, I 
believe the address is, Military Road, and he is a member of the 
police department, $4,000, for which I got a first-trust note. 

The CuarrMan. Is he your brother-in-law ? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. What is his relation to you? 

Mr. Brac u. He is not related excepting businesswise. 

The Cuarrman. Have you now named all the relatives with whom 
you have had financial transactions / 

Mr. Bracu. For the moment I can’t think of any others. 

The CHarrman. Have you any other brothers? 

Mr. Breacu. Oh, yes; I have several brothers. 

The Cuarrman. How many ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. Five. 

The Cuarrman. Have you lent any money to them ‘ 

Mr. Bracu. If it has been, it has been small loans like loaning them 
$50 or something of that kind which they repaid me. 

The Cuarrman. Have you any sisters / 

Mr. Breacn. One sister. I have never loaned her anything. I have 
given her a few dollars once in a while. 

The CHarrman. How many sisters and brothers has your wife? 

Mr. Beacu. My wife has four sisters and two brothers. 
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The Cuarrman. With how many of them have you had financial 
transactions since the beginning of 1950? 

Mr. Beacu. It would be four. 

The CuarrMan. Four. Sisters or brothers? 

Mr. Bracu. All sisters: but of course the transactions were with 
their husbands as well as themselves. 

The CuammMan. Does your questionnaire show all the money trans- 
actions you have had with those four sisters and brothers about whom 
you are talking? 

Mr. Bracu. My transactions are shown. My wife’s transactions 
have been just charge accounts and that’s all. Now the transactions 
with them jointly are shown on the questionnaire. 

The CuHatrmMan. In what business are these brothers-in-law with 
whom you had-these transactions ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. Brother-in-law ? 

The CHairMANn. Yes. 

Mr. Bracu. Selby is employed as an attorney in the Agriculture 
Department. He has a wife and two children. “Woltz is an account- 
ant. Not an accountant 

The Cuarrman. What is he? 

Mr. Beacn. He is in the Accounting Office, General Public Account- 
ing Office. The sister’s husband is a typesetter—Proia is a type- 
setter at the Washington Post. The other sister has her own busi- 
ness. Her husband is dead. That’s the four of them. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Inspector, how do the salaries of the two 
brothers-in-law you have mentioned compare with yours? 

Mr. Bracu. They only have their own salaries. Their wives don’t 
work. 

The Cuarrman. How do the salaries of your brothers-in-law com- 
pare with your salary? 

Mr. Bracu. It would be probably a little better than half what 
our combined salaries are. 

The CHatrman. Each of them received a Jittle more than half as 
much as you received ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


What our combined salaries are. 
What is Steinman’s business ? 
Mr. Beacu. He is a sergeant in the Police Department. 


The CrHairman. How did his salary compare with yours? 

Mr. Beacu. He makes a sergeant’s salary. He owns a home and he 
bought this pieee—— 

The Cratmrman. Inspector, I am not asking about that. 

Mr. Beacu. His salary does not compare w vith a police inspector’s. 

The Cuatmrman. How could you, on a moderate government salary, 
finance almost all the relatives you have mentioned? Did you operate 
a loan office? 

Mr. Beacu. I have fallen into two categories. One is that I have 
been entirely too big-hearted in loaning my money, and secondly, if I 
can get 414 percent ‘interest on my s savings instead of 3, I accept it. 

The C HAIRMAN, Can you think of any other relatives whom you 
have financed since the beginning of 1950? 

Mr. Bracn. That’s all I can think of at the moment, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have never called on any of them for any 
financial aid, have you? 

Mr. Bracu. Oh, no. 
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The CHarrMan. Inspector, doesn’t it strike you as peculiar that 
ou, a police officer, have been able habitually to furnish thousands 
if dollars to these numerous relatives ? 

Mr. Beacn. It is because of the fact that my wife and I lived in 
, $50-a-month apartment. These people own homes. We have a 
ombined salary and they have a single salary, and their money 
hey borrowed from me was for investments, not for personal use. 

The CHairMAN. Proceed, Mr. Bauman. 
| Mr. Bauman. The last question I asked was with regard to the 
1,000 in cash which you deposited on March 21. 

Mr. Bracu. I still have the slip, and my best recollection is that that 
§s $1,000 of J. Mahlon Selby paid me back, and that would be my 

nswer. 

Mr. Scnuserr. If the need arises, Senator, could I have access to the 
ranscript ¢ 
' Mr. Bauman. We have the procedure, Mr. Chairman, of not au- 
dhorizing access to the transcript until such time as the testimony of 
the witness is complete. In other words, we shall not complete the 
testimony today. 

The CHarirMaAN. As soon as it is complete, it will be available to all 
oncerned, 

Mr. Beacuw. Might I correct that impression that I created a mo- 
nentago? The Chair asked me the question as to what I estimated we 
bad in cash in 1945. Was that your question, sir ? 

The CHarrMan. 48. 

Mr. Beacu. *48. Would you like for me to give you the figures on 
fhat now / 

The CHamman. Yes, I would. 

Mr. Beacu. As of January the Ist, 1948, we owned a farm down 
mh Buckingham County, Va., which we sold and made $1,700 profit 
$n it, and the rest of our money was in the safe deposit box, and was 
gonsidered to be in the main my wife’s money and not my own, and 
ii filling out my questionnaire I only put on there what belonged to 
Ine, so therefore it would be some converse opinion there. We did 
have. of course, considerable cash in the safe deposit box at that time 

and we had a farm which we sold for approximately $8,000. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to get back to this same $1 ,000 I have been 
tying to talk about for some time. You have indicated, have you not, 
that this $1,000 was given to you by Selby ? 

Mr. Beacut. I have so indicated. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the fact? 

Mr. Beacu. I will say that that is $1,000 given to me by Selby. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it or isn’t it, Inspector ? 

Mr. Beacu. What other answer can I give? I told you that. 

Mr. Scuusert. I object. 

Mr. Bauman. Just 1 minute. I think the chairman indicated if you 
Want to make an objection you can. 

Mr. Scurusert. I object, on the basis he has already given you the 


aswer 


The Carman, Let’s hear the question and the answer. 
(The question and answer were read back by the reporter.) 
The CHAIRMAN, _The Chair considerates the answer sufficient. 
' Mr. Bauman. Now I should like to indicate to the Chair that 
Mr. Selby has been contacted by the subcommittee staff as Inspector 
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Beach knows, and has told a member of subcommittee’s staff that |,g@ Mr. Baw 
has not repaid any $1,000 to Inspector Beach in this time, and he sti} to mak > an 
owes him the same $9 000 that he owed him in the beginning. The Cu. 
The Cuamman. Will Selby swear to that? money ‘ 
Mr. Bauman. It is his brother-in-law. I don’t know whether Mr. Brea 





my wife de 
make those 
before the ¢ 


will under the circumstances, and that is ti fact, and he has told th, 
to a staff member of this subcommittee. Does that refresh your reco] 
lection, sir? 












Mr. Bracn. I don’t know what your conversation was with him, jgee" @ecun 
am testifying now. drawn $300 
Mr. Bauman. Would you say if Mr. Selby said that he did not » Mr. Baw 
turn $1,000 to you, that you nonetheless got this $1,000 from him ’ $203.20 Wat 
The Cuamman. Issue a subpena for Mr. Selby. Let’s settle bank accou 
matter once and for all. Mr. Bras 
Mr. Beacu. That answer would be to be my best recollection, a: Mr. Bav 
that is as far as I can go. ng you th 
The Cuamman. A member of the staff will call Mr. Selby and t the month ! 
him that he is wanted. Mr. Brat 
(There was discussion off the record.) luring tha 
The Carman. Mr. Bauman, proceed with your examination. Mr. Bav 
Mr. Bauman. On March 23 of 1950, 2 days after you deposit Mr. Brac 
$1,000 in cash and your wife deposited $130 in the Union Trust Mr. Bau 
another $100 was deposited into your two accounts at the Perpetu Mr. Bra 
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Where did that $100 come from ? 
Mr. Bracu. My wife pays that. She makes all of those deposits 






















Mr. Bauman. In other words, within 2 days she managed to put Mr. Bau 
$130 in cash into a deposit in the Union Trust and $100 2 days lat Mr. Bra 
into the Perpetual; is that correct ? Mr. Bat 

Mr. Bracnu. Very possible . account at 

Mr. Bauman. W ould you know where that money came from? Mr. Bra 

Mr. Beacn. No, sir. Mr. Bat 

Mr. Bauman. On April 27, 1950, $33.25 was deposited in cash ippsPector ‘ 
that same account. Did you deposit that money ? Mr. Bra 

Mr. Beacu. Which account is that, sir? Mr. Bat 

Mr. Bauman. In the Union Trust Co. ount. 

Mr. Breacn. No; I didn’t deposit that. Mr. Bra 

Mr. Bauman. Would you know, did your wife deposit it? e Union 

Mr. Beacu. If it was at Union Trust it was deposited in her nam I just ge 
It had to be, as I have told you several times. Mr. Bat 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where that money came from ? A week | 

Mr. Breacu. From her salaries. mnt at t 

Mr. Bauman. On April 14, I might say $20 in cash was ein other acco 
in that account at the Union Trust Co. Did your wife deposit th: Mr. Bea 
sir? Mr. Bat 

Mr. Beacu. If it was deposited in the Union Trust Co., my wife C®Posits w 
deposited it. Che Cu 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know where that money came from? mittee, 1f 

Mr. Bracn. From her salary. Mr. Be: 
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Mr. Bauman. On — 28, 1950, 1 day after $33.25 was deposited 
into Union Trust Co., $100 was deposited into each of the accoutt 
of your wife and yourself at the Perpetual Building Association. 

Mr. Bracn. Of course, I know that I am not supposed to have the 
opportunity to qualify that, but I would like to ver y much. 
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Mr. Bauman. I think the chairman will give you the opportunity 
to make any statement 

The Cuairman. Answer the question. Did you deposit that 
money ( 

Mr. Beacu. I didn’t deposit it. She deposited it, sir, but what 
my wife does is wait until near the end of the month. We have to 
make those monthly deposits in the Perpetual Building and Loan 
before the end of the month. Now, of course, that money could have 
been accumulated during the entire month during which time she’s 
drawn $300. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, during the month of April, sir, in 1950, 

53.25 was deposited by your wife, according to you, in those two 

bank accounts about which I have questioned you. 

Mr. Beacn. And in all probability—— 

Mr. Bauman. Now, just one moment, sir. I haven't finished ask- 
ing you the question. ‘That is roughly your wife’s entire salary for 
the month ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. Does my check show that I gave her a personal check 
during that period? If it does, that is your answer. 

Mr. BauMAn. From which account is that ? 

Mr. Beacu. I gave her a check on my account. 

Mr. Bauman. In which bank? 

Mr. Beacn. I only have one checking account, and that’s at the 
National Bank of Washington. I give her checks time and time again, 
and you will see them all through those checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Just a minute. 

Mr. Beacn. All right, you don’t want me to say anything. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on May 23, 1950, $50 was deposited in 
account at the Union Trust Co. 

Mr. Beacnu. To my account, sir? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, these are joint accounts, are they not, In- 
spector ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. To what extent I will say it was deposited to your 
account. These are joint accounts. Is that the fact? 

Mr. Beacnu. Could we shorten this by saying that all deposits in 

e Union Trust Co. to our joint accounts would be made by my wife 
and just go from there? 

Mr. Bauman. All right. 

A week later after that, your wife de ‘posited $100 in cash in one ac- 

mnt at the Perpetual Building Association and $70 in cash in the 
other account at the Perpetual Building Association. 

Mr. Beacu. I think you are running into interest credits there. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you deposit slips which show you that these 


your 


deposits were made in cash at the Perpetual Building Association. 


The Cutamman. Look at them, Inspector, and then tell the com- 
nittee, if you can, where your wife obtained that cash. 

a Bracu. This $100, of course, is the usual monthly deposit in 
ae Perpetual Building and Loan, which we do every month. This 
70 and $80 would probably be an additional deposit to bring our de- 
posits up to an even figure. Now, I probably gave her this $70 or I 


gave her the: $30. If so, I wrote her a check for it I usually ua that. 


Mr. Bauman. On June 9, 1950, $100 in cash was deposited in this 


same account, the Union Trust Co., which, according to our under- 
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standing, was done by your wife and deposited in cash. On June 16, 
1 week later, $400 was deposited in cash in your savings account at the 
Hamilton National Bank, making so far $500 deposited i in cash during 
the month of June. 

Mr. Bracu. This $400, if you probably look back over that, you wi 
find was withdrawn a month or so prior and put back in later. 

Mr. Bauman. What is that month, June of 1950? Withdraw, 
from where, Inspector? 

Mr. Beacu. At that bank. 

Mr. Bauman. Indicating the National Bank of Washington. 

The CHarrRMaNn. Inspector, why did you draw it out of the bank 
and a month later return it? 

Mr. Bracu. Well, it could be for the purpose of making a purchase, 
Mr. Senator, that we didn’t make and then we put it back. That has 
happened any number of times. 

The CuarrMan. Inspector, were you making purchases for as much 
as $400 and paying for them with cash ? 

Mr. Beacn. I didn’t have it in my checking account, I would hay 
to take it out of the bank. My checking account has never been sub. 
stantial. 

The CuatrmMan. But why did you draw out of the bank $400 with 
which to make a purchase instead of giving the seller a check? 


Mr. Bracu. I didn’t have it in my checking account. I didn’t have 


that much in there. 

The CHatrmMan. Was it in a savings account ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLkxer. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrman. Certainly. 

Senator WELKER. This hasn’t been so long ago, Inspector, that you 
took out something like $500 in the month of June of 1950. Do yo 
have any independent recollection as to why you withdrew that fron 
your savings account ? 

Mr. Bracu. It would be to possibly—I hate to keep saying “pos- 
sible.” 


Senator WELKER. I asked, do you have any independent recollection 


of it? 

Mr. Beacn. No, I don’t. 

Senator We.xer. I don’t want any possibilities. Were you at that 
time considering buying an automobile or a home or anything of tha 
nature that you remember ? 

Mr. Bracu. In 1950, I have no independent recollection of why | 
would draw it out; no. 


Senator WELKER. Mr. Inspector, I have missed a great deal of this, 


but it seems to me startling that you can have these withdraw als with- 
out any idea why you withdrew them. 

I am sitting here begging you to tell me, if you can—and I am sure 
this committee and its staff wants to know—some reason why you 
would withdraw that. I am not a man of any funds. I don’t have 
any more money than you do, but the fact remains that if I withdrew 
that sum of money a year or two ago, I would know whether I with- 
drew it to buy an automobile or to buy a house, but you can tell | 
nothing. You just withdrew it and then put it back: That doesn’ 
sound good to me, Mr. Inspector. 

Mr. Beacu. It was withdrawn for a loan. 
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Senator Wetker. A loan to whom? 

Mr. Beacu. To somebody who was trying—who I was loaning 
money to, and it could have been 

Senator We._Ker. Now we are getting some place. You were in the 
loaning business, then ? 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, no. 

Senator Werxer. Well, you tell me you withdrew the money to loan 
somebody you were loaning money to— 

Mr. Beacu. That big a figure would indicate that to me. 

Senator WELKER. Do you have any idea who it was ‘ 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir, I don’t. 

Senator Weiker. You don’t know whether it was your brother-in- 
law or a fellow policeman or anybody under the canopy of heaven. 
Just somebody that you might make a loan to? 

Mr. Beacnu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Officer, you know as an officer that is a very, 
very flimsy statement. 

Mr. Bracu. Well, I don’t have my accounts, Mr. Senator, and to go 
back and try to refresh my memory, I possibly could, but I can’t do 
it right on the spur of this moment. With times and dates after con- 
sultation with my wife, and so on, we might be able to identify it. 

Senator WeLKer. One minute you tell me it was probably to buy 
something. 

Mr. Beacn. Or a loan, one of the two. 

Senator Werxer. Well, at the start of this I think you told the 
counsel you may have wanted to buy something. Now you tell me 
that you may have wanted to loan it to somebody, but you don’t re- 
call anything you were going to buy and you don’t recall anyone 
you were going to loan this money to. 

I want to be as fair as I can to you. Mr. Inspector. Months have 
gone on. You certainly ought to be under notice that we were going 
to have a most careful examination as to what the matters were. You 
come here at this hour and give us that kind of an excuse. I am not 
very impressed with it. 

Mr. Bracu. I can’t blame you for that, sir. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Inspector, do you want to modify your answer 
to the question asked you by the distinguished Senator from Idaho 
a moment, ago, as follo ws: “Were you in the loan business?” You 
said, “No.” Do you want ‘that to stand in direct conflict with the 
evidence that you lent one brother-in-law $9,000; another man $4,000; 
your brother-in-law Thomas Woltz $2,000 ; and Herbert Falkner 
$1,000? 

You lent $1,700 to Nelson R. Rickey. Do you still say under oath 
that you were not in the loan business? 

Mr. Scuunerr. May I make a suggestion, Senator? If we could 
have the account books and the recor ds, and he would have them in 
front of him 

The Cuamman. Mr. Attorney, it is not necessary for you to try to 
help the witness answer my question. I was simply giving him a 
chance to correct the statement he made to Senator Welker which, 
in the light of the record, cannot be true. 

Mr. Beacn. The loaning business means where a person is licensed 
to loan, I assume. I loaned them 
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The Cuamman. I don’t mean that you are a licensed banker bu‘ 
you certainly were in the loan business. 

Mr. Bracu. I loaned plenty of money. 

The Cuamman. You certainly did. 

Mr. Bracu. Plenty of money, that I wish I had back now, because 
I’m practically broke. 

Senator Weiker. While we are on that subject, can you relate to 
the committee any loans you made that turned out disastrously to you, 
and if so, to whom and hes and for what amount 4 

Mr. Beacu. I have a $9,000 second-trust note, or my wife and I do, 
on my brother-in-law’s pe ite out in Maryland, which today, if it had 
to be redeemed to transfer to immediate cash, he wouldn’t be able to 
get $7,000 for it. 

Senator Werker. That is Mr. Selby? 

Mr. Beacu, Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. That was in 1948; was it? 

Mr. Beacn. I loaned him—when a man came to me and asked me 
to take the first-trust note on his place, which I think a lot of people 
do, a first-trust note is a good investment paying 414-percent interest, 
I took that first-trust note and I thought we had an understanding 
that it would be paid to me on demand, almost. 

The result is now I am getting it back $40 a month with interest. 
When my brother was in debt, he and the Assistant Superintendent 
of Police at that time came to me and he was about to lose his job 
over his debt and we financed him to the tune of $1,900 that I am now 
getting back in driblets. Those are the things that, of course, are 
upsetting to me. 

I now—I have a $5,000 first-trust mortgage on my place in the 
country, I owe over $3,000 in other money, besides the six-hundred- 
and-some-dollars plumber’ s bill on the farm that I can’t satisfy be- 

cause my money—if you say in the loaning business, I’ve certainly 
been a poor businessman in that respect. 

Senator Wetker. May I ask committee counsel, since I have been 
missing the major portion of this due to the fact that I have been 
sponsoring some legislation on the floor, on which I just finished the 
arguments, how much money, Mr. Bauman, has Inspector Beach re- 
ceived that you feel that he has not been able to account for? 

Mr. Scuvperr. I would like to make an observation with respect 
to that question. 

Senator Wetker. You can make any observation you want to. | 
am still going to ask the question. Do you want the record to show this 
gentleman’s observation ? 

Mr. Bauman. I would be happy to answer your question. 

Senator Wetker. I merely want to get caught up on this. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. I don’t like to be operating in the dark. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Do you want to make an observation, counsel ? 

Mr. Scuuserr. These questions have related to individual deposits. 
They started from 1951 and have gone backward. They have failed 
to take into account ¢ apital that the : Beaches had. 

When you say he can’t account for it, I think that much of this 
money is the same money that was deposited, withdrawn, and de- 
posited back again, and so I say when you can’t account for it, you 
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can’t arrive at an accurate estimate until you take the totals into 
consideration, the amount of income and the amount of expenditures 
for an extended period of time. 

Mr. Bauman. In answer to your question, Senator, I should like 
to say the situation is that we have conducted a most cautious exami- 
nation of this, giving the witness the benefit of every possible doubt. 

He has been questioned earlier about the first 9 months of 1951, about 
$8301.39 which we could tie to no withdrawals from other bank 
accounts or no obvious sources which we could cancel them out against. 

Now, as the result of some of the things that Inspector “Beach 
has said himself this morning, information which we did not have, it 
appears that the figure of cash deposits—and I am now talking only 
about cash, Senator—was $8,690.95, which at this point was un- 
explained. 

Now, giving him the benefit of everything, and I mean bending over 
backward to be hyperconservative, I would say that in the first 9 
months of 1950, after Inspector Beach’s testimony, I feel that approxi- 
mately $5,000 in cash has yet to be explained for that 9 months’ 
period. 

In other words, to answer your question, sir, taking into considera- 
tion all known source of cash. Inspector Beach—and we are now 
through with 1951—still owes us an explanation for close to $5,000 
in cash which came into his account or was paid to dealers. 

Senator Wetxer. Has the Inspector, since he has been here, been 
able to help you on that $5,000? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuupert. I would like to make 

Mr. Bauman. Just one moment. The question was addressed to me 
by the Senator. 

Senator WELKER. This is just between us. 

Mr. Scuusert. I just want to make the record clear myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Just one minute, sir. I would like to answer the 
Senator’s question, 

I think that the Chairman, without trying to pass the buck, would 
be in the best position to advise you of that, sir, but to answer you 
directly, my own feeling is that Inspector Beach has been one of the 
most evasive witnesses I have ever encountered, and I do not mean 
in this investigation alone, but throughout mv experience in the trial 


of cases in the district t attorney’s office in New York or any other 
place. 


(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Wetxer. Now you wanted to make an observation to me, 
Counsel. 

Mr, Scuusert. Yes; I respectfully differ with the chairm: me The 
question as to the total receipts for 1951 has never been asked. I don’t 
know what these amounts are made up of. He hasn’t asked the ques- 
tion what his receipts were or what his ees nts were. Whether 
this $8,000 is part of his $9,000 income I don’t know, because the 
question hasn’t been asked. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I think you are familiar with the committee pro- 
cedure of eliminating from cash questioning any pay checks that were 
not themselves cashed. In other words, if they were deposited into 
the account, they are eliminated as a potential source of cash. 


S 
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Senator Weriker. You have checked the withdrawals as against 
that account ? 

Mr. Bauman. Oh, yes, and his wife was paid in cash. We are 
aware of that and we don’t question the fact that that cash was 
available in coming to these conclusions, Senator, because we knoy 
she was paid in cash. 

We know certain other sources of cash to him or we are prepare: 
to take his word for it, namely loans that he claims were repaid t 
him in eash about which we don’t know, but in order to give him t), 
benefit of every doubt, sir, we have said we are going to credit them. 

The Cuamman. We have accepted his statements as gospel truths 1) 
all cases in which we have no positive contrary proof. 

Senator Weixer. You assure me then, Mr. Counsel, that allowing 
him all the explanations that he has offered, allowing his wife’s «i 
posits, allowing the pay-check deposits, you still say that in 1950 fo) 
9 months 

Mr. Bauman. 1951. 

Senator Wetker. 1951, there is an unexplained balance of $5,000 / 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, with one qualification. There is one situation 
in which he claims that $1,000 in one cash deposit was repaid by 
relative of his in cash. That was a man by the name of Woltz. Now 
we have contacted Woltz. It seems that this man Woltz borrowed 
$2,000 in July of 1950. Some time thereafter he paid back $500. 

A new note was executed on February 28, 1951 in the remaining 
sum of $1,500. This note was paid by Woltz by check. 


Inspector Beach now claims that in addition to this $1,500 of whic! 
we knew, there was an additional thousand which apparently was 
loaned to Woltz in cash and which he claims was repaid by Woltz 
in cash. 

Mr. Beacn. 

Mr. BauMAN. 
versations with Woltz and in the actual documentary 


It was five and five, which your records show. 

And that explanation, sir, in the light of our co 
records Wt 
have disallowed in giving the figure of $5,000. I wouldn't want t 
mislead you about that, because I feel it is incredible— 

Senator Wetker. Inspector, do you have any explanation of that! 

Mr. Beacn. I certainly do, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Let’s have it. 

Mr. Beacu. As I have tried to put in the record heretofore, that tli 
accounting made by this staff obviously has neglected to include 
things that rightfully should have been included. 

Senator Wetxer. All right, let’s have them. 

Mr. Beacn As for ex ample my accounting shows that in the ve 
1951 we had disbursements including cash disbursements of $2 5 
which included salaries, interest and other income, loans which I had 
made, withdrawals from banks which is above deposits, reimbur-e- 
ments in cash from check expenditures and additional bank deposits 
from repayments of loans, and that totals $25,423 

My accounting further shows that my disbursements including 
checks, cash disbursements and added to bank accounts and expend 
tures for food, laundry, and telephone totals $18,720. 

Senator Weixer. For what year is that? 

Mr. Bracu. 1951. 

Senator WELKER. 


noartor / 


Will you read that answer to me again, Mr. It 
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(The reporter read back the answer. ) 

Senator WeL_ker. Now you want to tell this committee, Mr. In- 
spector, that your disbursements for the year 1951 were better than 
$18,000? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. We bought a farm during that year and 
during 1951 we bought a farm and started to remodel it, and that’s 
where most of those expenses are. 

Senator Wetxer. And your income in the year 1951 was $25,423? 

Mr. Beacnu. That is all receipts included, Mr. Senator. 

Senator WeLker. I understand that. You told me a moment ago 
that you were broke as of this moment. 

Mr. Beacu. Just about. I owe almost as much as I have, because 
that house was taken away from us. 

The Cuarrman. What was the statement made before Senator 
Welker arrived relative to a net worth aof $28,000? 

Mr. Beacu. Net worth of $28,000 including my house, sir, the fur- 
niture, my automobile, and everything that I own, but so far as cash 
is concerned, I am practically broke insofar as figures would relate. 

The Cuamaan. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator We_ker. Now what is your salary and that of your wife? 

Mr. Beacu. Our combined salaries—I don’t have the independent 
figures—our combined salaries less taxes, which means the take home 
pay, was $9,051.70. 

Senator WeLker. Yet you admit that you had $25,423 income in 
1951. 

Mr. Beacn. That is total receipts, sir. 

Senator We.ker. I want to know where you got it. 

Mr. Beacu. $760 was from interest and other income. My wife is 
a notary public. I borrowed during that period $3,050. I with- 
drew from—— 

Senator We_ker. Who did you borrow $3,050 from ? 

Mr. Beacn. I borrowed $1,500 at the National Bank of Washington 
in which I put in a first trust note and my personal note, I mean a 
first trust note and another note of security, and I borrowed $1,550 
at the time that I bought my equipment. 

Senator WeLtker. You are listing borrowed money then as income? 

Mr. Beacn. Asreceipts. That isincome. We withdrew $9,688 from 
our savings account during that year. We had reimbursements in cash 
from check expenditures. 

In other words, during that year we had check expenditures of 
$2,769—excuse me, please. We had check expenditures during that 
year of $13,532 and about one-fifth of that was expenditures, for ex- 
ample, where I bought plumbing equipment and didn’t use it and some- 
body bought it from me. 

Senator WELKER. Now wait a minute. Lets go into that a little 
bit more. You say you wrote checks for $13,532? 

Mr. Beacn. During 1951, 

Senator Weer. Some of those checks then you received cash on? 

Mr. Beacu. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Now what articles do you remember—that wa 
1951—that you sold back to get cash from those check saemsilibamet 

Mr. Beacu. That would be, as I explained to the committee this 
morning, that I bought approximately $175 worth of whisky at whole- 
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sale for friends of mine with the full knowledge and consent of the 
vendor, and I wrote checks for that because I don’t carry that much 
cash in my pocket, and they gave me the cash back. 

Senator WeLker. $175 for whisky that you bought? 

Mr. Beacu. For somebody else. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Wetxer. I am going to say to the committee chairman 
that it is one of those unexplained things that I am unable to under- 
stand, why a man here who is before us who has dedicated his life to 
law enforcement comes in here and shows to us that he is buying whisky 
for somebody else. I don’t understand it. 

Maybe they do things differently back here, but it still remains a big 
question in my mind as to why an officer who should certainly be busy 
with the tremendous responsibilities he has, busy in his official work, 
would take time off to go out and buy whisky and sell it to someone 
else at a discount. It is none of his business and he shouldn’t have 
been involved in it, but I don’t happen to be the Chief of Police. Now 
let’s go to the next one where you got cash. 

Mr. Beacu. As I have explained to the committee heretofore, that 
my wife—now these check expenditures of course include the check 
expenditures of both my wife and myself. 

enator WELKER. I understand that. 

Mr. Brac. My wife has on several occasions, and which her ac- 
counting shows and which mine shows, has bought clothes for some 
of her sisters who were isolated, one sister who runs a restaurant in 
Rockville and works 12 hours a day and charges them to her account, 
pays for them and her sister reimburses her. That’s another article. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Inspector, that is just about testing my 
patience a little too far. 

Mr. Beacu. Is there anything wrong with her doing that, Mr. 
Senator ? 

Senator WeLkKeR. It just doesn’t strike me as being the way things 
are done. 

Mr. Beacn. My wife works downtown. 

Senator WeLker. I happen to have a wife that has some sisters, and 
they are a little bit more isolated than your wife’s sisters, but I don’t 
recall any such carrying on as that, but I want to be fair with you and 
I want to be just as fair asI can. 

Since I have been on this committee I have heard this ball passed 
back and forth from husband to wife to the point where it has just 
about reached the end of my patience. 

Mr. Beacu. These are joint, everything here is joint. 

Senator Wetxer. I understand, and all the other witnesses have 
been joint too, and it’s been joint back and forth, back and forth, but all 
right, now let’s go to anything else we have got. How much did shi 
receive in cash from her sister ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. I estimated right a moment ago, I gave my figures 
about $75? 

Senator WELKER. $75? 

Mr. Beacnu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. All right, now let’s go to the next item. 

Mr. Beacu. The rest of it is loans that I have made to my son and 
loans to some other people by check. For example, a colored police 
officer in the precinct lost his father-—— 
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Senator Weixer. All right, now let’s take these. How many loans 
did you make to your son ? 

Mr. Beacu. It totals about $850. 

The CHarrMaNn, Justamoment. Was it not $700? 

Mr. Beacu. Seven hundred he has paid me, Mr. Senator. 

Senator WeLKeR. Now let’s go to the loan you made to this police- 
man. How much wasthat for? 

Mr. Beacnu. $100. 

Senator We.ker. A hundred dollars ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir, $50 on two occasions. I think that is correct. 

Senator WELKER. He paid that to you in cash ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Didn’t account for that in deposits ? 

Mr. Breacu. Now, that was spent or redeposited in some instances, 
but in most instances it was Spent. 

Senator Wevker. All right, now what else did you get cash for? 

Mr. Beacu. Well, that’s ‘about all I can think of at the moment. 

Senator WreLkrer. A moment ago you related to me that you had 
bought some plumbing supplies, ‘did not need them and sold those. 
Now how much did that amount to? 

Mr. Beacu. I sold I think around two hundred and some dollars’ 
worth of insulating material that I overestimated what I needed. 

Senator Wetker. That’s different than plumbing. This is insula- 
tion equipment? 

Mr. Beacn. Well, and then we had some pipes left over after the 
house had been plumbed. 

Senator WeLKer. Let’s stay on the insulation. How much did you 
sell that for ? 

Mr. Beacu. I sold it for exactly what it cost me, and I think it was 
around $200. 

Senator Weiker. You got $200 for it and you did not bank nor 
account for that ? 

Mr. Beacu. That may be—— 

Senator WeLtker. Answer my question, Mr. Inspector. 

Mr. Beacu. It was either banked or spent, and I can’t say. I know 
what this $200 was done with. Yes, that was cash I kept in my 
pocket. 

Senator WeLker. You kept that in your pocket. You did not bank 
it in your account ? 

Mr. Beacn. No. 

Senator Wetker. Let us go to the plumbing that you mentioned 
a minute ago. 

Mr. Beacu. We had several pipes and joints and things of that left 
over that weren’t used, and those were sold back to a plumber. 

Senator WELKER. And who did you sell them to? 

Mr. Bracn. A fellow by the name of—he did my plumbing, the last 
of it at least. His name is—I ought to know. TI paid him enough 
money. I can’t think of his name right now, but before this interro- 
gation is over, I will think of it. 

Senator Weitker. Where is his place of business? 

Mr. Beacu. Down in Buckingham County, Va. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know his street address? 


_ Mr. Bracn. It’s a rural district, you know. His address would be 
in Canton, Va. 
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Senator Wetxer. Is hea generally established p!umber ? 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, yes. 

Senator WeLKer. How much did you sell to him? 

Mr. Bracu. I haven’t been paid for that yet, but it’s going to be 
credited to his bill. ; 

Senator Werxer. You are taking credit for it on this $13,532, 
aren’t you ? 

Mr. Beacu. No, I just mentioned that because I haven’t gotten that. 
What I have already gotten amounts to over $2,300. 

Senator Wetxer. One of the first things I went into when I went 
into this matter with you was you offered an explanation of plumbing 
supplies that you sold and received cash for. 

Mr. Beacu. I meant the insulation and some plumbing was sold, I 
believe. 

Senator Wevker. Do you know how mugh you got for it, Inspector? 

Mr. Bracu. I don’t recall, but it was unt than a hundred dollars. 

Senator Weriker. Less than a hundred dollars. Do you know who 
you sold that to? 

Mr. Beacu. To my carpenter. 

Senator Weixer. To your carpenter ? 

Mr. Bracn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. And he took the excess plumbing off your hands? 

Mr. Bracn. Some of it, and some of it is still there. 

Senator WeLKer. Did he pay you by cash or check ? 

Mr. Bracu. No, cash. 

Senator Weixer. You owed the carpenter from time to time, 
didn’t you? 

Mr. Beacn. He had finished the job at that time. 

Senator Werxker. Now this gentleman that you sold the other 
plumbing facilities to, he hasn’t paid you yet? 

Mr. Bracu. No, sir. I still owe him a small plumbing bill and we 
are trying to level it off if we can. 

Senator Werxer. Is there some dispute about the bill ? 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, no, we just haven’t gotten together on it, that’s all. 

Senator Weixer. That has been some year ago and you haven't 
got together yet? 

Mr. Breacn. Oh, no. He finished his work I think about 21% or 3 
months ago. 

Senator Werker. All right; any other expenditures here for which 
you received cash and haven’t deposited ? 

Mr. Beacu. That would be just about it, I guess. That’s all I can 
think of. 

Senator Werxer. All right, now what makes up the difference of 
these few hundred dollars that you have itemized, a thousand and 
some dollars and the thirteen-thousand-five-hundred-and-some dollars 
that you have related ? 

Mr. Breacn. No, $11,885—let me get the right column. 

Senator Werker. I copy it down from your statement $13,532. 

Mr. Beacnu. That’s correct. Check disbursements of both my wife 
and myself for 1951, and out of that I had estimated $2,391 that we 
received, check disbursements that were returned to me in cash. 

Senator We_ker. Twenty-three hundred and what? 

Mr. Beacu. Ninety-one. 
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Senator Werker. A pretty sizable amount not to be accounted for; 
isn’t it, Inspector ? 

Mr. Beacu. Well, it’s accounted for. 

Senator WeLker. You may proceed, Counsel. 

The CuatrmMan. Inspector, how much liquor did you buy in 1951 
for your own use? 

Mr. Scrvserr. I think it was around $345. 

Mr. Beacu. All of my liquor purchases have been by check, and I 
think the counsel has checked on that and I doubt set riously if anybody 
told him I ever bought any liquor for cash. It was, I think, a balance 
of about—175 from 546 is what? 

Mr. Scnusert. $37 

The Cuamman. Considering the fact that you received a reduction 
of 20 percent on your purchases, how many quarts of liquor would 
that sum represent ? 

Mr. Beacu. That would be approximately six cases or better. 

The Cuairman. Seventy-two quarts of whisky. 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you, your wife, and company consume it? 

Mr. Beacu. And friends. During 1951 I took quite a bit of liquor 
down to the country with me for the help and charged them nothing 
for it. 

Senator WeLker. That to me, Mr. Inspector, sounds rather as- 
tounding, too, a man of your standing to spend that kind of money 
for whisky entertainment. Again I say I may sound obsolete and 1 
don’t understand some things that were done here, but that seems to 
be a great amount of money to spend for whisky alone. 

Mr. Beacu. Well, my w ife and I both drink. 

The Cuamman. That would be 18 gallons of whisky, Inspector. 

Mr. Beacn. Would it? They are fifths you know, sir. They are 
not quarts. I am sorry I did not set you right on that. Whisky is 
pure va ased in fifths. It’s 2.4 gallons to the case. 

The Cuamman. That would be 1424 gallons—a considerable quan- 
tity of hard liquor for a law enforcement officer and his wife to drink 

na year. 

Mr. Bracu. I guess that is our only vice. We don’t go to movies 
once in 6 months, and we haven't had but two vacations in 5 years 
1 don’t have many clothes. 

The Cuamman. In your opinion, does the averave member of the 
Washington Police force buy as much liquor as you Wought in 1951? 

Mr. Beacn. I think we would be unusual. 

The Cuamman. What in your opinion was the average amount 
of whisky bought by the members of your police force in. 1951? 

Mr. Brac. Well, I know plenty of people, Mr. Senator, who are 
not in the Police Department. I haven’t got many friends that I 
could give you any facts on. 

The CHARMAN. Please do not evade the question. I am asking 
about policemen only. 

Mr. Beacu. I would say four cases a year for a man and his wife 
and the company that they are entertaining around vacation time 
and at weddings, at wedding anniversaries, and things of that kind. 
Four cases would probably be nominal. 

The Cuatrman. Do you think that other policemen in Washington 
have been as active as you have been in buying liquor for other people? 
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Mr. Bracn. I wouldn’t be the least bit surprised, and I am sure 
they have. It’s not unusual at all. 

The Cuarrman. You think that is the general custom? 

Mr. Bracn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxker. And also not unusual, is it, Mr. Inspector, for 
many, many other people of the District to contribute whisky to 
different policemen ? 

Mr. Beacu. Well, I bought mine and paid for it. 

Senator Werker. Did you ever receive any gratuities in the form 
of whisky ? 

Mr. Beacu. At Christmastime I received—I think last Christmas 
I probably received less than a case from different business people in 
my precinct. 

Senator Weixer. As a matter of fact, that has been the general 
custom here in the District of Columbia for many years, that high- 
ranking police officers at Christmastime seem to have an ample supply 
of grog for which they don’t pay anything. 

Mr. Beacu. Well, I haven’t been that fortunate. 

Senator Weiker. Well, you got a case last Christmas. That’s just 
a case more than the Senator from Idaho got as a gratuity. 

Mr. Bracn. It’s wine, brandy, and whisky and some mixtures. 
Under those conditions people don’t know your taste and they send 
you what they think you might like. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe we were talking about June of 1950, In- 
spector Beach, cash deposits. On June 9, 1950, a hundred dollars 
was deposited in your wife’s account at the Union Trust Co. and 
that is a joint account. I don't believe Senator Welker was here 

Senator WeLker. We have gone over that, Counsel. You are down 
now to $50 on June 22. 

Mr. Bauman. On June 22, 1950, $50 was deposited in each of your 
two accounts at the Perpetual Building Association; is that correct ! 
Mr. Beacu. That is a monthly thing. It happens every month. 

Mr. Bauman. And that was deposited in cash; is that right ? 

Mr. Beacu. Always. 

Mr. Bauman. So during the month of June $600 was deposited in 
cash in either your account at the Hamilton National Bank or in joint 
accounts at the Union Trust Co. or the Perpetual Building Associa- 
tion. Where did this $600 in cash during the month of June come 
from ? 

Mr. Beacu. That would come from salaries. 

Mr. Bauman. Your checks were deposited during this year; were 
they not ? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t think you have made $600 up yet; have you? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let us see. On June 9, $100 in cash. That’s 
100. June 16, $400 in cash; June 22, $50 each in two accounts; that’s 
a total of $100. That’s $600 in cash that was deposited in these ac- 
counts in June. 

Mr. Bracu. We discussed this $400 I believe before ; didn’t we ? 

Mr. Bauman. I haven’t gotten an answer to that. Where did that 
$400 come from? 

The CuatrmMan. When was that ? 

Mr. Bauman. June 16, 1950. 
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Mr. Beacu. Two years ago. I couldn’t give you a definite answer. 
It has to be a withdrawal and a redeposit. That is the only thing it 
could possibly be. 

Senator Wevxer. That is where you withdrew it wanting to buy 
something or wanting to make a loan and did not, and kept it in your 
pocket ¢ 

Mr. Bracu. It has to be that way. It couldn’t be otherwise. 

Senator Wevker. That is about the only explanation you have? 

Mr. Breacn. That is all I could possibly give. If I could sit down 
with my wife probably and spend about 2 days going over these ac- 
counts and trying to refresh our recollections—it would probably take 
that long. 

Senator WeLker. Well, as one member of this committee, I am cer- 
tainly going to see that you have that opportunity. 

Mr. Bracu. I will appreciate it. 

The CHatrMan. Inspector, your opportunity to present relevant 
explanations will, so far as the Chair is concerned, be limited. 

Mr. Bauman. On July 14, 1950, $40 was deposited in cash in the 
Union Trust Co., and 2 weeks later on July 28, $83.01 was deposited 
in cash in Perpetual, making a total of $123.01. Where did that 
money come from in July? 

Mr. Bracu. My wife's salary. She made both of those deposits. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give her any part of that money to deposit ? 

Mr. Beacn. I doubt it. I would say now “no.” 

Senator Weixer. Did you say from your wife’s salary, Inspector 4 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. She draws approximately $300 a month. 

Mr. Bauman. She draws almost $65 in cash every week take-home, 
Senator. 

On August 21, 1950, you made a cash deposit in your savings account 
at the Hamilton National Bank of $282. Where did that $289 come 
from ? 

Mr. Beacu. Was that a check or cash ? 

Mr. Bauman. I believe the deposit slip before you indicates it was 
made in cash, 

Mr. Beacu. That would be a repayment on a loan. 

Senator WetKer. From whom? 

Mr. Breacu. From some of these accounts that I have here that I 
have just enumerated. 

Senator Wetker. Do you have any idea which one it would be? 

Mr. Beacu. Let’s see, August. I believe Selby pays interest in 
August. 

Senator WELKER. Who? 

Mr. Bracu. Selby. We have a second trust note on his property. 

Senator Wetker. Would that be the interest amount, 282? After 
all, you have been receiving it. You ought to know. 

Mr. Beacu. The interest would be $: 360 total. 

Senator WeLKeEr. 360? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_Ker. Don’t you have a record any place to show whether 
or not he paid $282 and was delinquent some $80 in his interest 
payment ? 

Mr. Breacu. When he pays the interest, he pays it all. That I know. 

Senator Wetker. Well, then, apparently if he paid the interest 
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here, he didn’t pay the interest because this is $282 and you said thie 
interest was $360, so that leaves him out. 

Mr. Beacu. It could be possible that I could have taken some of 
that money for my own use and put what I could spare in the bank. 
Senator Wetker. You have no independent recollection of that / 

Mr. Bracu. No, I don’t. It just happens to come at the time 
when 

Senator Weixer. How did you keep your books on this fellow that 
owed you this amount of money ? 

Mr. Beacn. We need no books. 

Senator Weixer. You just do it by ear then? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir. We have a second trust note on his home 
which is duly recorded. 

Senator Wrecker. I understand that, but he is certainly entitled 
toa credit; isn’t he? Where is it you can show me a credit for interest 
of $282 to this man? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t think we have ever given him a receipt. 

Senator WeLker. You mean to tell me that you don’t credit this 
man when he makes his payments to you ? 

Mr. Bracu. It doesn’t reduce his loan, Mr. Senator. 

Senator Weiker. Well, it certainly does, because if it doesn’t re- 
duce his loan, the interest piles up on the total amount that he owes. 

Mr. Bracu. I say it doesn’t reduce the principal. 

Senator Weixker. I understand that, but do you mean to tell this 
committee that you don’t give a man who pays you this sum of 
money credit on interest payment ? 


Mr. Beacn. He writes a check for it and keeps his canceled checks. 
Senator WELKER. Do you suppose he has the check then ? 
Mr. Beacn. I imagine he has. 


Senator Weixer. Where can he be found? 

Mr. Beacnu. He isin Silver Spring, where he lives. 

Senator Weiker. I want you if you haven’t found out, to find out 
whether or not he, on August 21, 1950, paid this man $282 or any other 
sum as interest. 

Mr. Bauman. We have him on his way down, sir. I am very much 
inclined to feel that I can answer you right now because on September 
6, 1950, in the Hamilton National Bank Inspector Beach’s account, 
a check in the sum of $360, which is the interest amount and showing 
Rosalie Selby as the maker, was deposited, so that is the interest and 
not the $400 or $282 we are talking about. 

Mr. Bracn. Then that is something else. 

Senator Wevxer. All right, Mr. Inspector, that fish was blasted 
out of the water. Now can you give me any other information as to 
where you got that $282? 

Mr. Bracn. I can’t give you definite information. The only thing 
that I can tell you, sir, is just what I have told you heretofore, and 
regardless of what the inference might be drawn from it, it’s honest 
acknowledgment of a fact that it was obviously, it had to be a repay- 
ment of a loan. It had to be one of these cash disbursements, reim- 
bursements we speak of. I have no independent kowledge of it. 

Senator Werker. Mr. Inspector, let me make this observation in 
all fairness to you. You can understand what sort of a burden you 
are putting upon Senator Neely, myself, and the rest of the con 
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mittee and the staff when you come out and make this statement to 
me that $282 had to be from this Selby loan and you deducted there- 
from the difference between $282 and $360. 

Now it is just beyond uackaeton Mr. Inspector, that you would 
want to take that chance, that gamble, with the chairman and with 
the rest of this committee, "that you would want us to believe that, and 
then when you are faced ‘with the cold-blooded facts that the man in 
fact did pay the interest and deposited it in due course in the bank, 
then you come back and say, well, it must have been somebody else. 

Mr. Beacu. Well, if you recall my answer, sir, was to the e fect that 
I had no independent knowledge of it, but it just happened it would 
come about the time that he usually pays his interest. 

Senator WreLker. Now, do you know where you got the $282? 

Mr. Bracu. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator WreLKeR. You have no idea where that $282 came from ? 

Mr. Breacu. I have an idea. 

Senator We.ker. All right, will you give us that idea ? 

Mr. Bracu. The idea is that it was a repayment by somebody that 
has loaned me money or it was a disbursement by a check that was 
repaid to me in cash. 

Senator WreLker. You mean somebody that you had loaned money 
to. Yousaid that had loaned money to you? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. Outside of that general over-all statement which 
would catch anything within bounds that it would happen to brush 
up against, you can’t give this committee any idea who paid you $282 
in the month of August? 

Mr. Beacu. At this moment, no, sir; I can’t, and I’m sorry. 

Senator WeL_ker. You may proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 30, 1950, just 9 days after that $282 was 
deposited in the H: amilton, the usual $100 was deposited in cash at the 
Perpetual Building Association. W here did you get, where did you 
and your wife get, $382 to deposit in these 10 days in August ? 

Mr. Bracu. The $100 was the usual Building & Loan deposit and 
we have gone through that so many times, and I ‘think that both of the 
honorable Senators here are fully aware that that $100 goes in the 
Perpetual each month. This repeated repetition I can’t see the use for. 

Mr. Bauman. Now 1 week later, on September 6, 1950, you depos- 
ited $175 in cash in your account at the Hamilton National Bank. 
Where did that money come from ? 

Mr. Beacu. $175 and the rest of it shows up in checks. That’s 
another month; isn’t it ? 

Mr. Bauman. That is September; that is correct. 

Mr. Beacu. That, of course, would go right along with what I have 
testified to heretofore and what I expect to maintain is the truth. 
It would be a repayment of loan or it would be a cash disbursement 
for which I was reimbursed. 

Senator Weiker. Which one is that? 

Mr. Beacu. This is a month later. 

Mr. Bauman, Sir, this is on September 6. 

Senator Weriker. That is 175% Bring me up on this, Counsel. 
Which one is it? That is 175, and you want to use, Mr. Inspector, the 

same answer that you used heretofore, that you have no independent 
knowledge wh: atsoever of this transaction. 
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Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. As to who paid you anything i in return for any 
loan or otherwise? 

Mr. Beacu. At that time I had thousands of dollars in the hands 
of other people. 

Senator WeLxer. Well, you must have had. 

Mr. Bauman. On September 25, some days after that $175, you 
made another cash deposit of $127.50 into that account at the Ham- 
ilton National Bank; is that correct? Where did you get that money? 

Mr. Beacu. It’s an odd figure. I haven't any independent know!- 
edge of that. 

Mr. Bauman. In other words, taking the $100 which was deposited 
as usual in cash on September 27, 1950, in the Perpetual, there was a 
total deposited in your accounts and those of your wife, joint accounts, 
$402.50. 

Now, on November 9, 1950, $80 was deposited in the Union Trust 
Co. account, and on November 28, another hundred was deposited in 
Perpetual, so that during the month of November another $180 ap- 
peared in cash; is that correct? 

Mr. Bracn. Those are the usual deposits in Perpetual that my wife 


deposited in her bank. 
Mr. Bauman. Do I understand your answer to be that all of that 
money in both Union and Perpetual came out of your wife’s income? 
Mr. Beacu. What is it, $180, isn’t it? 
Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bracu. Yes. 
Mr. Scuusertr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an objection 


at this point. That unless the net worth for each of these periods 
shows an accretion or a fluctuation, these things don’t mean very much. 

Mr. Breacn. They mean nothing. 

Senator Wetxer. I would like to offer counterobjection that the 
explanations offered by this witness don’t mean very much, either. 

Mr. Scuvuserr. This may have been money that was used over and 
over again, the same money. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Counsel, I want to give you a chance to make 
your record, but that is just exactly what we are here for, is to find 
out where this money came from, and you counter with the proposi- 
tion it may have been from some place else. This is a congressional 
committee where we want to get the facts, not a bunch of “it may be 
this” or “it may be that.” 

Mr. Scuusert. This is the first time we have been confronted with 
this, Senator. 

Senator We.ker. You mean to tell me that you had no idea that 
this man was going to be examined thoroughly ? 

Mr. Scuvusert. | have no knowledge of ‘these independent deposits, 
whether cash or check. I knew nothing about that, but I think what 
matters most is his net worth at all times. 

Senator Weiker. And we don’t know where the net worth comes 
from. 

Mr. Beacu. I have it, Mr. Senator for 1950. 

Mr. Scuusert. If we can start out with net worth in 1950 and pro- 
ceed from there on, I think you find—I have from my examination— 
that the net worth has increased only in accordance with his income 
for himself. 
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Senator Weer. I know how far you would get before a jury with 
an objection like that or a defense like that. W That we are interested 
in is, can you explain in any detail where you got this money, at what 
time you got it, for what purpose ? 

Now that is what the Senator and I are interested in, and we are 
not interested in something general, “Well, we may have gotten it here 
or we may have gotten it there.” 

This Police Department has been under investigation here for a 
long, long time. Every man on this staff and this committee has 
given many more hours to this than we should have, out of deference 
to our constituents. Yet we face the same thing. “It may have been 
from here,” or “I don’t know.” I say it’s about time for you to get 
together now and find out if you can, account for some of these de- 
posits. 

Mr. Scuuserr. If you give us an opportunity, we shall do that. 

Senator Werxer. I will tell you, you are going to have an oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. Scuusert. I would like permission to furnish a balance sheet 
like we have here showing receipts and disbursements. 

Senator WeLKer. You have been testifying from a balance sheet all 
during this interrogation, and you have never explained one of these 
deposits to me yet. 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t have neither the checks nor the bank records. 

Mr. Scuuserr. If we can furnish a copy of the transcript so that 
we can see what these deposits were 

Senator Wetker. We are showing you these deposit slips and so 
forth. 

Mr. Scuusert. I know nothing about it, so I can’t help in that 
respect. 

Mr. Bauman. On December 29, 1950, $200 was deposited in the 
Union Trust Co. in cash. I take it that you claim that money came 
out of your wife’s salary; is that right? 

Mr. Bracu. She gets a bonus check in December. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the source of that money ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. It’s her source. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether that $200 came out of her 
bonus check ¢ 

Mr. Beacnu. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, during the summer of 1950—let’s go back 
to the summer of 1950—your brother-in-law, J. M. Selby, had an 
accident, Mrs. Selby rather, had an accident, is that correct, your 
sister-in-law / . 

Mr. Beacn. Was it in 1950? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; it was in the summer of 1950, Inspector, wasn’t 
it? 

Mr. Beacu. My best recollection is that is when it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Now in the summer of 1950 when Mrs. Selby had 
this accident, did you lend your brother-in-law $600 in cash? 

Mr. Breacu. Yes, sir. 

_Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $600 you loaned him at that 
time ? 

Mr. Beacn. Out of the bank. 

Mr. Bauman. What? 

Mr. Breacnu. Out of the bank. 
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Mr. Bauman. Out of what bank? 

Mr. Beacu. The Hamilton National Bank. 

Mr. Bauman. In what month was that? 

Mr. Bracun. And it was redeposited to my best recollection when it 

was repaid. 

Mr. Bauman. In what month did you withdraw this money, In- 
spector ? 

Mr. Beacu. What month was the accident ? 

Senator WeLkKer. In the summer of 1950. Now show us where you 
withdrew from the Hamilton National Bank the sum of $600. 

Mr. Breacn. I don’t have the sheets, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The accident of Mrs. Selby was in the summer of 
1950. There was no withdrawal made from that account, Senator, 
after April 24 until July 6, when $300 was withdrawn in cash. 

Senator WetKEr. Do you think that $300 was part of the amount 
that you loaned your unfortunate brother-in-law ? 

Mr. Beacu. I know we withdrew it from the bank to give it to 
them. 

Senator Weiker. All right, but the evidence shows, or at least our 
evidence shows, that you got only $300. Now does that refresh your 
memory ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. Would there be a check, too? 

Senator Weixer. On what account, sir? 

Mr. Beacu. On my checking account. 

Senator Wetxer. To the Selbys? 

Mr. Bracu. No, it would probably be a cash check. 

Mr. Bauman. Wouldn't it be a little unusual for you, sir, to give 


a cash check when you are giving it to Shelby for such use as he 
sees fit? 
Mr. Beacn. If you want to combine a loan, you wouldn't. 
Mr. Bauman. I don’t propose to argue with you about it. 
is that account, please? 
Senator Wetxer. You would have the check, wouldn’t you? 


Where 


Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. I don’t have them, Mr. Senator. 

Mr. Bauman. No, but you have your stub book. You made that 
point, Inspector, many, many times that we have got the records and 
we have got the checks, but you have had your stub book every 
instant of the time and you have it now, isn’t that right, Inspector ? 

Senator Werxer. Let me ask this in fairness to the Inspector. Do 
we have any of his checks or ledger sheets which show that he with- 
withdrew $600 or any other sum in July of 1950? 

Mr. Scuvserr. If they have the checks, may we see the checks? 

Senator Werker. I will get to that, Counsel, in just a minute. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me answer that, Senator. This is a photostatic 
copy of his bank record, and does not show the purpose for which 
the funds were drawn 

Senator Werxrr. I understand that. 

Mr. Bauman. May I read the disbursements for the period start- 
ing July 1? 

Senator Wexixer. All right. 

Mr. Bauman. $35. These are individual checks: $83.41, $16.25, 
$53.17, $80 and change which I cannot decipher, $43.65, $35 July 12. 
July 17, $50; July 17, $10; July 26, $50; August 1, $5! 34s August ! 
$50; August 4, $35; August 7, $5; August. 11, $7175: August 11, 
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$26.40; August 11, $80.54; August 14, $10; August 16, $16.03; August 
24, $53. 21; August 28, $17; August 30, $30.74; “September 1, $23. 

Do you ‘want me to go on, sir? 

Senator WreLker. No; that is enough for me. Now, Mr. Inspector, 
where did you get the $600 4 

Mr. Bracu. We took some from the bank. I definitely recall. I 
issued a check for part of it. 

Senator Weiker. Do you have his checks for that amount? Get 
them out. 

Mr. Scuusert. Do you have a check for every item shown there? 

Senator Werker. It would have to be if we have subpenaed all 
ihe records. 

Mr. Bauman. If we don’t it’s only because it hadn’t been submitted. 

Senator Weixer. Do you have any independent knowledge of the 
size of the check that you drew to help out your brother-in-law ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. Il am merely assuming that I drew it from the checking 
account—merely assuming that. 

Senator WELKER. | don’t want you to assume your way into trou- 
ble, Mr. Inspector. You have been in law enforcement long enough 
to know that. I don’t want you to assume anything because you are 
going to get in trouble if you make any assumptions. That is the 
worst thing in the world if a man is under interrogation under oath 
to do. 

Mr. Bracu. I can find that out from my wife. 

Senator We.ker. I want to find out from you, not the wife. Do 
you have any recollection as to the amount of any check that you 
withdrew from any bank to assist your brother-in-law / 

Mr. Beacu. Some of those $50 checks sound very convincing to me. 

Senator Wetker. You mean that the deposits you had, you break 
down in checks to 50 and dole it out in $50 amounts ? 

Mr. Beacn. I don’t believe we gave ‘it all to them at once. I don’t 
think so. I don’t believe we gave it all to them at once. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Selby is in Silver Spring? 

Mr. Breacu. He works for the Government. 

Senator Weiker. He is available‘ 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. He is on his way down. Senator Neely asked us to 
send for him before. 

Senator Weitker. What did you give him this money for, hospital 
bills? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You don’t mean to tell us that you broke it down 
and gave him $50, $45, $50 on a hospital bill? Isn’t it a fact that you 
gave him $600 in one lump to help him out ? 

Mr. Beacn. I wouldn't say that was a fact. 

Senator Wetker. You wouldn’t say it wouldn’t be a fact, would 
you ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. No. 

Senator Wetxer. Then I guess your testimony arrives at just this 
point, that you don’t know whether or not you gave him $600, $50, or 
what sum of money you gave him? 

Mr. Beacn. That would be exac tly it. 

Senator WeLKker. Then where did we get this information that you 
gave him $600 in cash with respect to this accident ? 
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Mr. Beacu. Well, $600 in cash is correct. Whether we gave it all 
to him at one time I don’t recall. My wife has funds. 

Senator Weiker. There we go again passing it back and forth. 

Mr. Bracn. Isn’t it possible that she could have had a few dollars’ 

Senator WeLker. You have the most convenient memory that I have 
ever seen, Mr. Witness. One time you tell us you gave $600. Then 
we read your back ledger and you go into a complete blackout as to 
what you did. How can you help this committee in any aspect as to 
how you gave this $600 to your brother-in-law, J. M. Selby / } 

Mr. Bracn. I will say that every cent of it came either out of the 
bank or what we had in our pockets. 

Senator WeLKER. I want to get that answer. 
the bank or what you had in your pockets / 

Mr. Breacn. And what my wife had and what I had at that time. 

Senator Weixer. And you don’t have any idea where you had the 
money, where you got the money in your pocket ? 

Mr. Breacu. No. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Inspector, please stand aside temporarily so 
that we may examine Mr. Selby about your transactions with him. 

Mr. Beacu. Would the committee mind if I call my office? I was 
supposed to go to work at 4 o’clock. 

The Cuamman. That’s all right. 
course. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bau MAN. Mr. Selby, will you raise your right hand? 

The Cuarman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Setsy. I do. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed. 
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Mr. Bauman. What is your name, sir? 

Mr. Setpy. My name is J. Mahlon Selby. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live? 

Mr. Sexey. I live in Silver Spring, Hillandale section. 

Mr. Bauman. Maryland? 

Mr. Setsy. Maryland. 

Mr. Bauman. By whom are you employed? 

Mr. Sersy. Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. Bauman. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Seisy. Assistant to the Governor of the Farm Credit Admin- 
istration, special assistant. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you related to Inspector Beverly C. Beach of 
the Metropolitan Police Department ? 

Mr. Setsy. My wife and his wife are sisters. 

Mr. Bauman. During the summer of 1950 did your wife have 
an accident ? 

Mr. Setsy. During the summer of 1950 my wife was in an acci- 
dent ; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you tell us what month was that in? 

Mr. Secsy. That was in July 1950. 
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Mr. Bauman. And did you have any conversation with Inspector 
Beach as a result of thet accident / 

Mr. Sevpsy. I can’t recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ask Inspector Beach for any financial assist- 


anee as a result of that accident ¢ 


Mr. Seisy. Not at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you ask him? 

Mr. Secsy. My wife had prev iously been ill. She had been ill, it 
was in April or May 1950. She spent 4 weeks in Suburban Hospital, 
and the bills were enormous and I asked him for a temporary loan. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that ? 

Mr. Setpy. Well, as I recall it was probably sometime in May 1950. 

Mr. Bauman. And what was the amount of the loan ? 

Mr. Se.By. $600. 

Mr. Bauman. And how was that money given to you? 

Mr. Setpy. There again as near as I can recall it was a check. 

Mr. Bauman. And on whose account was it? 

Mr. Sersy. I am not sure whether it was on the inspector’s account 
or his wife’s account. 

Mr. Bauman. Would it refresh your recollection if I—let me with- 
draw that question. 

Senator WeLKeER. I would like to ask the witness a question. When 
did your wife have this accident ? 

Mr. Sevsy. My wife had an accident in July 1950. 

Senator WeLker. Was that a serious accident ? 

Mr. Setsy. Well, it wrecked the car completely. It wasn’t serious 
as far as personal injuries were concerned. 

Senator We.ker. She wasn’t hospitalized ? 

Mr. Secpy. She was treated temporarily at the hospital and went 
home that night. 

Senator WeLker. What was the result of her injuries? 

Mr. Setsy. She was bruised about the breast and on the stomach and 
her knee was cut open and my little girl was also hurt. She was rid- 
ing on the front seat, and my boy. 

Senator WeLxer. It just took what we would call first aid ? 

Mr. Se.py. I think that’s about what you would call it. 

Senator WELKER. She went to probably the Receiving Hospital and 
went home that night ? 

Mr. Se.sy. To the hospital at Sandy Springs. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know how many times she received : 
doctor’s treatment as a result of this? 

Mr. Setpy. She was probably at the doctor’s four or five times. 

Senator WeLKeER. Four or five times / 

Mr. Sersy. That’s right. 

Senator WELKER. Do you remember the total bill as a result of 
this accident ? 

Mr. Setsy. Oh, just asa guess, I would say about $20 or $25. 

Senator Werker. Did you collect anything from any insurance 
company ¢ 

Mr. Setsy. Yes; I collected from the insurance company. 

Senator We_ker. How much did you collect ? 

Mr. Sexpy. I collected $1,800. 

Senator WELKER. $1,800 2 
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Mr. Setpy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. When did you collect that? 

Mr. Sexsy. In January 1951. 

Senator Werker. 1951. That was the following January? 

Mr. Sersy. The following January. 

Senator Wetker. Was that in settlement or after trial ? 

Mr. Setsy. Notrial. That was in settlement. . 

Senator Wextker. I take it now that you did not need any financial 
help as a result of this accident which did not cost you so much ? 

Mr. Setsy. No; I needed financial help prior to the accident. 

Senator Wetxer. And that was for the 4 weeks’ hospitalization 
that your wife had in May? 

Mr. Sevsy. She went to the hospital, it seems to me it was the Ist 
of April and was in for 4 weeks. 

Senator Weiker. That was some 3 months prior to the accident? 

Mr. Sexsy. That’s right. 

Senator Wetker. And how much hospital bill did you have there? 

Mr. Sersy. Oh, the total of the hospital bills and getting someone 
to come and take care of the home and everything else, ran over 
$1,500. 

Senator WeLkKer. $1,500? 

Mr. Se.py. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. So you needed assistance from your brother-in- 
law and your sister-in-law in the sum of $600? 

Mr. Sevey. That’s right. 

Senator WerKer. And he gave you that, did he? 

Mr. Sexpy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Do you recall any of the transaction when you 
asked him for it, where that was? 

Mr. Sexpy. I called up and talked to him on the telephone and, as 
I recall, he and his wife brought it out to me. 

Senator WeLker. Brought it out to you. How did they bring it 
tc you? 

Mr. Sexsy. I think it was in the form of a check. 

Senator Weiker. In the form of a check for how much? 

Mr. Sextry. $600. 

Senator Wevker. You are sure of that? 

Mr. Setpy. I can’t be sure. 

Senator Wetxer. If it were two checks, you would remember it, 
wouldn’t you? 

Mr. Setpy. I am sure it was a check, but I don’t know who signed 
the check. I don’t know whether he signed it. 

Senator Wevker. I don’t care who signed it. I want to know 
whether it was one or two checks. 

Mr. Sevisy. One check. 

Senator WreLker. Are you positive it was one check ? 

Mr. Sevsy. Positive. 

Senator We.ker. In the amount of $600? 

Mr. Sevny. That’s right. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know the bank it was drawn on? 

Mr. Setpy. No, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. And you are not sure as to whether or not yo 
sister-in-law or Inspector Beach signed the check ? 

Mr. Seitsy. No; I am not. 
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Mr. Bauman. What month would you have gotten that check? 

Senator Wetxer. April? 

Mr. Seisy. April, May, somewhere along in there. 

Senator Werker. April or May? 

Mr. Setpy. Yes. It was shortly after my wife came home and the 
bills started coming in. 

Senator Wetker. Outside of the canceled check, did you give him 
any evidence of indebtedness, like a note ¢ 

Mr. Se.sy. I gave him a note. 

Senator Werker. You gave him a note in addition to that? 

Mr. Sexsy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Did you pay him off? 

Mr. Setpy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetkxer. When did you pay him off ? 

Mr. Sexpy. I paid him sometime in 1951. 

Senator Weiker. You don’t know when ? 

Mr. Sevpsy. No, I don’t. 

Senator WeLker. How did you pay him off? 

Mr. Setey. I paid him by check. 

Senator WextKer. Do you have that check available, sir? 

Mr. Setry. I may have it in my canceled checks at home. 

Senator Werker. You gave him a check for $600? 

Mr. Setpy. I gave him a check for more than that. I gave him 
interest on it, too. 

Senator WELKER. How much interest did you pay him, Mr. Selby? 

Mr. Setsy. Without having the check I couldn't say. 

The CHarrmMan. $616, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Sexpy. It could have been. It was at the rate of 4 percent. 

Senator WeLkeR. You also owe your brother-in-law for a loan upon 
your house; is that correct ? 

Mr. Setpy. Yes . 

Senator WeLker. How do you make your payments to him on that? 

Mr. Secpy. I pay him interest only once a year. 

Senator We_ker. And in what form ? 

Mr. Sevsy. By check. 

Senator Wetxer. And you have all those checks, do you? 

Mr. Sexpy. I couldn’t say. I could search through what I have. 

Senator Weixer. Well, do you know whether or not the inspector 
ever credits you upon your note for those payments? 

Mr. Sexsy. I have my canceled checks. 

Senator WeLker. You certainly would not destroy them? 

Mr. Setpy. No. I am pretty sure I could find those at home. 

Senator We_ker. You can furnish to this committee every check 
for interest that you have given to the inspector ? 

Mr. Sexzy. I think T can. 

Senator Weiker. You will do your best to do that for us? 

Mr. Seisy. I will. 

Senator Wetker. Do you recall ever in August of 1950 having given 
the inspector any cash in the amount of $282? 

Mr. Secsy. August 1950? No, sir. 

Senator We._Ker. Have you ever at any time ever paid the inspec- 
ee sum of money upon an account owed by you, in the form of 
cash ¢ 
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Mr. Sersy. No, sir. 

Senator Wrerker. You have always had a written check to him? 

Mr. Sexey. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. And you have kept those checks? 

Mr. Sevsy. I think I have all of them. I just don’t like to make a 
positive statement without making the search. 

Senator Weiker. Well, of course, I don’t want you to, either, Mr. 
Witness, but naturally you owe the money, you are going to pay it 
sometime ? 

Mr. Sextsy. I certainly am; yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. It would certainly be folly for you to destroy 
them. It would be an accident if you had. 

Mr. Setsy. I think we have all the checks. 


Senator Weiker. But it is your positive testimony that you never 


at any time paid the inspector any sum of money in the form of cash? 

Mr. Sevpy. I never had any occasion to pay him in cash. I paid 
him by check. 

Senator Wetker. The witness responded he had never paid any- 
thing in the form of cash; he had always paid by check. 

I appreciate your coming down here, and as far as I am concerned, 
that concludes my interrogation. 

Mr. Bauman. Just one or two questions. 

Mr. Selby, you have previously borrowed from your brother-in-law, 
Beverly C. Beach, the sum of $9,000 which is secured by a second trust 
on your home; is that correct ? 

Mr. Se.sy. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you borrow that from him ? 

Mr. Sexsy. I originally borrowed a thousand dollars from him in 
January 1947 before we purchased our present house, and then I bor- 
rowed $8,000 from him in August 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. How was that delivered to you, sir? Was it in cash 
or check? 

Mr. Setsy. It was a check. 

Mr. Bauman. It was a cashier’s check as a matter of fact; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Sexsy. I think it was, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. So that the total amount outstanding pursuant to 
that second trust is $9,000; is that correct ? 

Mr. Sevsy. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. And I believe you have testified that you made con- 
sistent payments of interest ¢ 

Mr. Setsy. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Ever since 1948; is that correct ? 

Mr. Setsy. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you made any payments on account of principal 
at all? 

Mr. Serpy. No. 

Mr. Bauman. And the amount you now owe Inspector Beach on 
that obligation is still the same $9,000 it was; is that correct? 

Mr. Se.py. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bauman. $9,000 was a lot of money for you to ask Inspector 
Beach for; isn’t that correct, Mr. Selby? It is quite a bit of money; 
isn’t that right? 

Mr. Sevpy. Yes, it’s quite a bit of money. 
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Mr. Bauman. And when you discussed this $9,000 with Inspector 
Beach, did he say anything about where he was going to get it? 

Mr. Secsy. No. He had it in the building association I think. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that what he told you? 

Mr. Se:sy. They had some money out. They said they weren't 
getting as much interest as I was willing to pay, so they were willing 
to put it on the house. 

Mr. Bauman. Who told you that? 

Mr. Setsy. The inspector. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you where he was going to get the money ? 

Mr. Sexpy. No; he did not tell me where he was going to get the 
money. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he say where he had the money ¢ 

Mr. Setsy. He had some money - the bank, as far as I know, and 
some in the building association. I don’t have any idea about where 
he had his money. 

Mr. Bauman. In any event, you are perfectly clear on the fact that 
you have not repaid any part of that principal obligation in the sum 
of $9,0J0 ¢ 

Mr. Sevpy. Absolutely; not 1 penny of the principal obligation. 

The Cuairman. Let us inquire about the $1,000 transaction. 

Senator Werker. I was out, and perhaps this has been answered. 
In March of 1950, did you ever at any time give to the inspector 
$1,000 in cash 2 

Mr. Setsy. March, 1950; no, sir. 

Senator WeLker. And IJ take it your testimony now is the same as it 
was 10 minutes ago, when you stated to me that you had never paid 
to him anything in cash ? 

Mr. Sextsy. Absolutely. 

Senator WeLxker. That is all. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Weixer. This is on the record. 

You say you have never paid one cent on the reduction of the princi- 
pal, and you have never paid any sum to him in cash? 

Mr. Sevey. I can’t recall ever having done so. 

Senator WeLker. Mr. Witness, you ‘would know. 

Mr. Setny. Yes, I think I would. 

Senator Wetker. You can answer that “yes” or “no.” Did you 
ever pay him a thousand dollars in cash ? 

Mr. Setsy. To the best of my recollection, no. I would have to 
check through my check books and all. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Sexsy. I am positive. 

The CuatrmMan. That you did not pay him a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Serny. That I did not pay him a thousand dollars. 

Senator Weiker. And I want this on the record. 

And, Mr, Witness, you are equally positive that you have never at 
any time paid anything on the principal of the loan on the house? 

Mr. Setpy. No, sir, I have not. 

Senator WeLker. That is all. 

The CHairman. And you are also positive that you did not pay 
him a thousand dollars in cash ? 

Mr. Sersy. I never paid him any cash. I can be absolutely 100 
percent positive on that. 





842 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Selby. You may, if 
you wish, remain and hear what follows. 

Senator WeLker. You don’t have to unless you want to. 

Mr. Setpy. If I can be of any help 

The Cuamman. We appreciate your generous cooperation. We 
do not want to embarrass you. 

Mr. Setsy. You won’t embarrass me at all. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Werker. I want this on the record. 

I now am convinced the witness has not told the truth, and as far as 
I am concerned I have wasted all the time I want to on this. 

I am not going to sit here and waste the committee’s time and the 
staff's listening to any more flagrant statements which have been 
proven by the last witness to be grossly false. As far as I am con- 
cerned, Inspector Beach has had his day before this committee. It 
hasn’t been a satisfactory day. It certainly has been a blue day for 
the people of the District of Columbia who thought that they had 
a high-minded Police Department. 

Mr. Scuuserr. I request, Mr. Chairman, that we be allowed to come 
back tomorrow. In the meantime I will talk to him. 

The Cuatrman. So far as the Chair is concerned, the inspector ma) 
return at once and be informed of the impeaching testimony his 
brother-in-law has given against him. 

Senator Wevker. As far as I am concerned, when the evidence comes 
out from this witness that Inspector Beach claimed he received 
thousand dollars in cash from his brother-in-law as a principal pay- 
ment on the mortgage he owes, and then it is brought to the committee's 

attention that that. testimony is false in every detail, I have had 
enough, with capital letters. 

Mr. Scuusrerr. He did say, Senator, that it was to the best of his 
recollection. 

Senator Weriker. Don’t give me any of those backwater things. | 
took him over that thing five times, and you as a lawyer of reput: 
know that I nailed him right to the cross on the thing. I took him 
again when he said his best recollection and his last positive testimony 
was in March 1950; of course that did not happen. 

Mr. Scuusert. I am speaking of the $1,000 item. 

Senator WeLker. I am speaking directly of the $1,000 item. Ihave 
had all of this ducking and bowing that I want as far as I am con- 
cerned. I suggest here that we proceed. As far as I am cuntionad. I 
am willing to dismiss the witness, because in view of the last witness’ 
testimony, I am not going to believe any more testimony that comes 
from this witness. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF BEVERLY C. BEACH, INSPECTOR, 
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


The Cuairman. Mr. Inspector, I think we ought to tell you that Mr. 
Selby, your brother-in-law, in the presence of your counsel, has just 
testified under oath that he never paid you $1,000 in cash and neve 
in his life made a cash payment to you. 

Mr. Beacu. He said that? 

The Carman. He certainly did. Inspector, I call your attention 
and your counsel’s attention to the fact that your giving testimony 
which was apparently flagrantly and deliberately untrue, and whit 
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your brother-in-law has not only refuted, but annihilated is likely 
to get you into more trouble than you have yet had. You have utterly 
failed ‘to explain how you obtained thousands and thousands of dol- 
lars, proved beyond a shadow of a doubt to have passed through your 
hands. 

We shall continue till we complete the record. But like Senator 
Welker, the Chair cannot give much weight to your testimony in 
view of the devastating ev idence your brother-in-law, Mr. Selby, has 
given against you. 

Mr. Beacu. It boils down to Mr. Selby. 

Mr. Scuvupert. May we come back here for a short period ? 

Senator Wreikxer. Your client started to answer. I would like to 
hear that. There is no one who wants to take advantage of anyone. 
| want to impress you I don’t expect to be taken advantage of. 

Mr. Beacu. And it was not my intention to come here and take ad- 
vantage of anybody. It was my intention to come here and do exactly 
what I have done, and that is to state everything that is within my 
knowledge of anything that I have access to, and I have stated very 

lefinitely, very conclusively, it will stand up in any court in this 
‘ountry, that my accounts balance, and balance well, regardless of 
wuat insinuations are thrown at me. 

Phis will cost me dearly, I know that. It will cost me not only in 
sweat but it will cost me in blood and tears, but I am willing to take 
it. Laman honest man. If people have come here and lied about me, 
or if anybody intends to lie about me, that’s something I can’t 
help. 

Senator WeLker. Do you think, Mr. Inspector, that your brother- 
in-law came here to lie about you ? 

Mr. Beacn. I think he is mistaken. 

Senator Werker. Yes. Well, I will tell you this: That you either 
lied about him or he lied about you, and there is no way out of 
that. 

Mr. Beacn. That is what I have been told, that is what you are 
aiming for. 

Senator WeLker. Sir? 

Mr. Beacu. I have been told that. 

Senator Werxer. You are either going to the penitentiary as the 
result of perjury or your brother-in-law is. That is just how cold- 
blooded it is. It is just right down to that issue, and I have had 
enough. And, based upon my experience in the examination of a 
witness, I say that Mr. Selby teld the truth. 

The Cuarmoan. That is the opinion of the Chair beyond azry shadow 
ofa doubt. Let us proceed to complete the record. 

Senator Wevker. I want to say this to you, Mr. Chairman. I have 
been criticized at times by the fact that I have tried to be fair with 
every witness summoned before this committee. At times, perhaps, 
it has appeared that I have leaned over backward. I have only 
done what I thought was my duty to these witnesses in the hope that 
justice and the truth would come out. I have tried never to see a 
witness taken unfair advantage of. I would not do that in a con- 
gressional committee or in a courtroom, because that kind of testi- 
mony is revolting to me. But when it brings to me cold facts that 
I had hoped and prayed would not exist as against this witness or 
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any other witness that comes before us, the record is there, and it is 
complete, so far as I am concerned. , 

The CuatrmMan. Thank you, Senator Welker. 

Mr. Scuvusnert. Mr. Chairman, I think in view of what has been 
said it is only fair to the witness that we adjourn at this time and 
that we be allowed to come back. 

Mr. Bauman. What time? 

Mr. Scnuserr. Tomorrow or the next day. 

Mr. Bauman. Why? The Senator is prepared to sit. 

Mr. Scuusert. I may be able to present some evidence about this; 
I do not know. 

And I think that if it turns out a certain way the witness can stand 
on his constitutional rights—I can advise him that he can stand on 
his constitutional rights. 

Mr. Beacu. In view of the fact that I have been practically told 
that I would go to the penitentiary, I think that any—— 

The Cuarrman. How about tomorrow morning at 10 o'clock? 

Mr. Bauman. I would like to put into the record the fact that the 
total of these cash deposits which we have gotten no explanation for 
during the year 1950 is $4,470.59. 

Mr. Scuvsert. How much? 

Mr. Bauman. $4,470.59. 

Mr. Scuuserr. How certain are you that these records from the 
bank which show “cash” are actually cash ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. I do not propose to go into that. 

Mr. Scuusert. As a matter of information. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me tell you this much 

Mr. Scuusert. Those records would not be accepted in court. 


Mr. Bauman. You have asked me a question and I am going to 


answer you. I would say that if there were just one or two or five of 
these slips I might say I cannot vouch for them. But there are in the 
files of the subcommittee literally hundreds of these slips all broken 
down by cash and check, all showing the name of the person, whose 
check it was, some showing both cash and check, others cash, others 
just check. 

In all of my legal career I have never heard bank records questioned 
as to the accuracy or veracity. 

Mr. Scuvusert. Is there anything showing that the check deposits 
are originals? The others are not originals. 

Mr. Bauman. Furnished by the bank to this committee on subpena. 

Mr. Scuusert. Being exact duplicates ? 

Mr. Sotomon. Duplicate originals. 

Mr. Cavauiere. I believe those from the Hamilton are originals. 

Mr. Scuuserr. Are they—can you say certified ? 

Mr. Cavauiere. Original deposit tickets withdrawn from the files. 

The CuarrMan. No time will be wasted arguing about the accuracy 
of the bank records. Let anyone who challenges them prove that they 
are incorrect. 

Mr. Beacu. That is perfectly all right with me. 

The Cuarrman. In the absence of proof to the contrary, the Chair 
will assume that these certified records from the banks are correct. 

Mr. Beacn. I would like to ask my attorney this, in the presence of 
the committee and the staff, and this is off the record, too. 
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Mr. Bauman. Just a minute. You have no right to have anything 
off the record. 

Mr. Beacu. I will ask the Chair. 

The Cuarrman. If you are asking something that pertains to this 
examination, I think you should ask it on the record. 

Mr. Scuvnert. I suggest that you wait. 

Mr. Beacu. How? 

Mr. Scuusert. I suggest that you wait until we come back. 

Mr. Beacu. You see what I have been threatened with, criminal 
procedure. 

Mr. Scuvuserr. The Chair has indicated that we are going to have a 
chance to come back. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Attorney, if you find that Inspector Beach can 
make no better explanation than such as, “That sum of money could 
have come from my brother,” or “my wife,” or “my son,” it would be 
useless for him to return for further examination, because such testi- 
mony is absolutely worthless. 

Mr. Beacu. That is going to have to be the testimony. 

The Cuatrman. The committee is adjourned until tomorrow morn- 
ing at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 5:20 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a.m. Thursday, May 29, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


THURSDAY, MAY 29, 1952 


Unrrep Sratres SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Disrricr or COLUMBIA 
INVESTIGATING CriIME AND Law ENFrorRcEMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee convened at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 50, 
N52, 82d Cong.) in room P-38, United States Capitol, Senator 
Matthew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Pastore, Welker, and Hunt. 

Also present : Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the sube ommittee, 
and Harold Solomon, associate counsel. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Scnvusert. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement ? 

The CHairman. Certainly. 

Mr. Scnusert. My first request this morning was this hearing be 
made opens My next request is that all of the testimony taken in 
executive session, including that taken in January and all hearings 
before this committee in which Inspector Beach appeared, be made 
public. 

The Caarrman. It will be in due time. 

Mr. Scuusert. I ask that it be public immediately so that we may 
get copies of the transcript. 

The Cuarrman. As soon as this hearing is completed, the transcript 
can be obtained. 

Mr. Scuusert. Mr. Chairman, counsel for the committee and the 
staff have all of our records. Yesterday Inspector Beach testified 
to the best of his recollection and belief. I think that the action of 
the Police Department in suspending him yesterday was rash and 
precipitant without due consideration being given to all the facts 
and without it being considered as it should have been. 

I am also asking, writing a letter today to the Major and Super- 
intendent of Police, asking for immediate trial board action. 

Unless we have these records with which we can refresh our memory 
ind we can clarify the thousand-dollar item of yesterday, unless we 
are given a chance to do that, the testimony won’t be any different than 
what it has been heretofore. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee, if you will 
allow me to speak for the committee, should answer that with respect 
to your request that these hearings be made public. 

Senator Neely and I decided that yesterday without any request 
from you. It has furthermore been the policy of this committee at all 
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times to be cooperative to the witness and to counsel and to furnish 
them transcripts when they are asked for. 

You made the statement about our having all of the records of this 
witness. That is correct, and yesterday you were furnished every 
record requested by you and some that you did not request. 

With respect to the statement that the action of Major Murray was 
premature, rash, and should not have happened, I say that Major 
Murray would have been derelict in his duty to the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and nearly in contempt of this committee had he 
not taken immediate and positive action, as he did. 

Mr. Scuusert. Mr. Chairman, with all due respect to the com. 
mittee—and I say this in deference to you—that we have not had a 
chance to present our case yet. We were confronted for the first time— 
the witness was badgered 

Senator Weiker. How is that ? 

Mr. Scuuserr. The witness was badgered and I think the record 
will bear that statement out. He was asked to state right here and 
now what his recollection was of events that happened 2 years ago. 
I don’t think any man can do that with particularity or with minute 
transactions. 

Senator We.ker. I think it ill becomes you to come in here and state 
as a member of the bar that this witness was badgered. I think that 
is discourteous of you and is a statement not thought out. 

No witness was treated with greater courtesy than the witness 
Beach, and I think he will have to admit that, yesterday. If you saw 
any badgering on the part of any member of this committee or staff, 
it happened when I wasn’t present. 

Mr. Scuvusert. That is correct; it did happen when you weren't 
present. 

Senator Wetxer. And I-have read the record and I am unable to 
find any badgering. This record is complete. 

Now you mentioned the thousand-dollar deal. That was very care- 
fully gone into without any even raising of voices. The record was 
made and I appreciate the fact now that you complained for time, 
because the thousand-dollar issue is an issue that you and your wit- 
ness will be accountable for. 

Mr. Scuuserr. And we can account for it. 

Senator We_ker. You can, yes; after yesterday’s testimony, I am 
sure. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair observes for the record that this witness 
has not been badgered. The committee has insisted, and will continue 
to insist that Inspector Beach responsively answer the relevant ques- 
tions asked him. The committee has not been and will not be discour 
teous to him. 

Mr. Scuvusert. Mr. Chairman, with all due respect to the committee, 
we are unable to give you any more definite answers today than we did 
yesterday, without having records before us, without having time to 
consider them. I know of no other tribunal where a man is not given 
knowledge of the charges that he is faced with and given a chance 
to meet them. 

The Cuamrman. Mr. Attorney, one whose income is only $500 a 
month should not need records to enable him to tell how he obtained 
various large sums of money in excess of his reported income. 
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Mr. Scuusert. Mr. Chairman, I feel confident that we can give you 
that information to your assurance, if we have time. We can’t get it 
spontaneously at this point, and if we are not to be given the time, I 
am going to be forced to advise my client to rely upon his constitu- 
tional rights. 

The Cuarrman. That will be your privilege and probably your 
client’s peril. 

Senator Wetxer. I want the record to show here, Mr. Chairman, 
counsel has stated that he had no idea what we were going into in this 
interrogation yesterday. Mr. Counsel, do you want us to assume 
that you came here not knowing that we were going to go over the 
accounts and the income and the expenditures of this witness with a 
fine-tooth comb? 

You have known for months that we have had every one of his ree- 
ords and that the main point of this inquiry was the large amount of 
money handled by your client. Now for you to come up here and say 
that you didn’t know what this committee was going after is absurd 
and ridiculous, Mr. Counsel. I want you to have every right that the 
law gives you, and you are the master of your own ship. I will ask 
you this question 

Mr. Scuvsert. May I answer the other one first ? 

Senator Wetker. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Scuusert. I knew what the general tenor was going to be, but 
this is entirely different from proceedings of this kind before Internal 
Revenue where tax evasion is concerned. There you get into the net 
worth. 

Now this witness’s net worth has not increased inordinately, and if 
you would attack it from that point of view, it could have been much 
more satisfactory an explanation, but you asked for individual trans- 
actions for him to remember without his records. 

If it had been done like it would be done in a legal case and if his net 
worth hasn’t increased, there couldn’t have been any undue enrich- 
ment, 

Senator Werker. In other words, you think it was a little bit bad 
for this committee to inquire where he got a thousand dollars and de- 
posited it in cash in a bank of W ashington, D.C. That is out of 
bounds, according to your philosophy. 

Mr. Scuunerr. The way it was inquired as to, yes. 

Senator Weiker. Well, that’s where you and I and the committee 
differ a great deal, and I think in fairness to you, knowing you to be 
the fine ‘lawyer that you are, that you assumed all the time that we 
were going into this matter in a full careful manner. 

Mr. Scuusert. We prepared for it differently, Senator. 

Senator Wetxer. Well, that is always the way when you get caught 
with your 

Mr. Scuvsert. I don’t feel that we are caught. 

Senator WeLKer. Do you want to go into this thousand dollar issue 
again today? Iam willing to open it up again. 

Mr. Scuunerr. Yes, sir, I do want to go into that. 

Senator Werker. I think now we should have an explanation of 
the positive statement you made yesterday which was rebutted by an 
independent unbiased witness, and I hope you know what you are 
doing, because we are playing for keeps now, Mr. Counsel. 
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Mr. Beacn. May I make a statement too, at this time? 
Senator WetkeEr. Yes, I think it would be in order. 






















FURTHER TESTIMONY OF BEVERLY C. BEACH, INSPECTOR, MET. 
ROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT; ACCOMPANIED BY WALLACE 
L. SCHUBERT, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bracu. I wish to emphatically deny for the record that I : 
any time positively stated that money came from my brother-in- lew. 

The Cuairman. The record speaks for itself on that point, M: 
Inspector. 

Mr. Beacn. The inference could have been drawn. 

Senator Wetker. Do you want me to go into that now? I don't 
want to argue with this witness, but do you want me to take him tu 
the record on this? 

The CHatrman. Yes, Senator, if you please. 

Senator Werker. Directing your attention, Inspector Beach, to 
page 816 of the official transcript of yesterday, you were asked this 
question by Mr. Bauman: 


On that same day, March 21, $1,000 in cash was deposited in your savings 
account at the Hamilton National Bank. I show you the deposit slip. So on 
that same day your wife and you deposited in cash $1,130 in two different banks 
Where did you get the thousand dollars that you deposited in cash on that date’ 

Mr. BeacH. Can I see my back checks? 

Mr. BAauMAN, On which bank? 

Mr. BeacH. On the Hamilton. 

Mr. BAUMAN. We will give you a copy. Let me see, we do not have your state 
ment. We have a transcript of your statement at that bank. I certainly wil! 
make the figures available to you, however. That statement is at the bank, sir 

Mr. BeacH, I mean—not the Hamilton, the National Bank of Washington. 

Mr. BAUMAN, I will give it to you in just one moment. Here you are, sir. 

Mr. BeEacH. You say you do not have the statement from the-—— 

Mr. BAUMAN. We havea transcript of your statement from the—— 

Mr. BeacH. From the Hamilton Bank? 

Mr. BAUMAN. From the Hamilton Bank, yes. 

Mr. BEacH. Could I see that? 

Mr. BauMAN. Where is that transcript of the Hamilton? 
sheets, I will read to you what they are. They are not official records, but mac 
from the official records. I would say that you withdrew from the Hamilton 
on February 1, 1950, $200, and your next withdrawal from there was not unti! 
April 7, sir. 

Mr. Beach. What would—is the withdrawal prior to that? 

Mr. BAUMAN. Before February 1? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. I remember now. 

Mr. BAUMAN, $4,000 to Steinman. 

Mr. Breacnu. I have a faint recollection of that. Oh, 
tion is a loan that we had made back in 1949 to my 
a repayment of that loan in March 1950. 
that is correct. 

Mr. BAuMAN. What is his name? 

Mr. BEAcH. His name is Selby. 

Mr. BAUMAN. Did you report such a loan to Mr. Selby in your questionnaire? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, It is in—it is all incorporated in one loan, as you know now 
These repayments were made. He is on a figure of $9,000 now. I am glad | 
thought of that. 
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Now that is your testimony. 

Mr. Breacn. And the record, of course, shows 
Senator WeLKer. Just a moment, will you please. 
Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 
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Senator WeLKER. Going to page 898, the chairman said to you: 


Mr. Inspector, I think we ought to tell you that Mr. Selby, your brother-in-law, 
in the presence of your counsel, has just testified under oath that he never paid 
you $1,000 in cash and never in his life made a cash payment to you. 

Mr. Brac. He said that? 

The CHAIRMAN. He certainly did. Inspector, I call your attention and your 
counsel’s attention to the fact that your giving testimony which was apparently 
flagrantly and deliberately untrue, and which your brother-in-law has not only 
refuted, but annihilated is likely to get you into more trouble than you have yet 
had. You have utterly failed to explain how you obtained thousands and thou- 
sands of dollars, proved beyond a shadow of a doubt to have passed through 
your hands. 

We shall continue till we complete the record. But like Senator Welker, the 
Chair cannot give much weight to your testimony in view of the devastating evi- 
dence your brother-in-law, Mr. Selby, has given against you— 
and then, Mr. Beach, you answered, “It boils down to Mr. Selby,” at 
page 899 in the transcript. 

Mr. Beacu. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bauman, please proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. I should like the record to show with regard to the 
constant repetition of counsel’s remarks that he hasn’t had records, 
that Inspector Beach has at all times been in possession of his check- 
stub book and other bankbooks. Those records have been available 
to him and in his possession at this time. 

Indeed, the account about which Senator Welker read in the Hamil- 
ton National Bank is not in our possession now and was available to 
Mr. Beach if he wanted it, just as it has been to the members of the 
subcommittee staff. 

Mr. Scuusertr. Mr. Chairman, will counsel ask about the thousand- 
dollar item again ? 

Senator Weiker. Yes. I think if your memory has been refreshed 
since the testimony, Mr. Schubert, we would rather like to hear what 
it is today. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach, do you want to make some further 
statement with respect to the deposit of a thousand dollars in cash? 

Mr. Scuvupertr. On what date ? 

Mr. Bauman. On March 21, 1950, in your account at the Hamilton 
National Bank. 

Mr. Beacu. My bank book on the Hamilton National Bank shows 
a deposit on March 21, 1950, of $1,000, which yesterday I very honestly 
explained to this committee I was not in position to state definitely, 
but my recollection was thus and so. The record further shows that 
on May 10, 1949, I withdrew $2,000 from the Hamilton National Bank. 

I have conferred with my wife and we have tried desperately to 
figure just who gave us this thousand dollars back. Her best recol- 
lection and my best recollection at this time is that this $2,000 was 
loaned to Mr. Ernest Franklyn Wyckoff, at that time a member of 
the Metropolitan Police Department, and assigned to the seventh 
precinct. 

Mr. Wyckoff bought a new Oldsmobile with that money. He had 
a Chevrolet and he sold that Chevrolet and returned to me approxi- 
mately a thousand dollars on the sale price of that automobile. 

That indebtedness remained dormant until the date of this deposit, 
which was a recollection I did not have at the time of the question- 
haire, since it was over 2 years old, and, unfortunately, in the mean- 
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time Mr. Wyckoff is deceased, but his wife is still living, but the 

records of the Virginia State Motor Patrol will show—and when [| 
see you smile I understand that you are in doubt—will show that in 
or around that time there was such a purchase. That is our best 
recollection. 

The Cuarmman. Do you remember how the thousand dollars was 
paid to you by Wyckoff? 

Mr. Beacu. It was paid in cash. 
recollection. 

The CHarrman. Where did the transaction occur ? 

Mr. Beacu. I would go to the b: ink, as [ explained to the committee 
yesterday. 

The Cuairman. Where did the transaction occur ? 

Mr. Beacu. It would have happened in Georgetown some place. 
Either at the bank or—— 

The CuairmMan. Did it happen in Georgetown / 

Mr. Beacu. Either at the bank or at the precinct station. 

The Cuarrman, On what day? 

Mr. Beacu. It would be in or around the month of May. 
give you a date to save my honest life. 

The CuarrMan. And the man with whom you had it is dead ? 

Mr. Beacu. He is dead; but his wife is still living and the car is 
still being operated. 

Senator Weiker. May I ask a few questions? Yesterday after- 
noon, Inspector, I spent no less than a half hour asking you about 
people that you had made loans to and people who had handed back 
money to you as the result of loans. Not once did you ever even 
intimate that a man by the name of Wyckoff owed you 10 cents or 
$10,000 or $1,000. 

Mr. Beacn. He doesn't owe me a cent today, sir. 

Senator WeLker. [ asked you about.all of these out-of-pocket loans. 

Mr. Beacu. That is correct. 

Senator WeLxer. And I was trying to find one of them that you 
could bring some positive evidence to this committee about. 

Mr. Beacu. Well, I regret that I 

Senator Weiker. You. gave me—about how you accounted for this 
cash—told me you sold insulation material back to a carpenter, as 

I understand it. That you sold pieces of pipe back and got some 
money, but never did you mention the thousand dollars to Mr. 
Wyckoff. 

Mr. Bracn. I sincerely regret it and I didn’t even think of it until 
I conferred with my wife and she thought of it. 

Senator Weiker. And she thought of it? 

Mr. Beacu. And she thought of it. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Selby’ s testimony didn’t help you think of 
it, did it? 

Mr. Beacu. Not a bit. In fact, I was shocked at his testimony be- 
cause at the time that I made that statement I earnestly and sin- 
cerely believed that we had loaned him a thousand dollars to build a 

pore h on a house he formerly owned, and it was my 

Senator Weixer. How would you ever get the idea or the i impres- 
sion that your own brother-in-law had paid you back a thousand 
dollars when his testimony was that he never gave you a cent in cash! 
How could you ever imagine that, Mr. W itness ? 
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Mr. Bracn. I was shocked when I understood that. 

Senator Weiker. Well, I could well assume that. 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, I was. 

Senator WeLker. But I am trying to get at why you would ever as- 
sume your brother-in-law had paid you anything back when he never 
had paid you anything back in cash. 

Mr. Beacu. After hearing what his testimony had been, I was in 
serious doubt and I have tried to clarify that doubt, and I think that 
is just about all a human being can do. 

Senator WeiKer. Yes. You clarified it by going to a man who is 
deceased. 

Mr. Beacn. Well, his wife is not deceased. 

Senator Weiker. Whose lips are sealed as far as this committee 
is concerned. Does his wife recall this thousand dollar transaction ? 

Mr. Beacu. His wife will recall and I know she will recall that I 
loaned him the money to buy that car. I have not contacted—— 

Senator Weriker. Does she recall the payment back ? 

Mr, Beacu. That I don’t know. 

Senator Weiker. Did you talk to her about it? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir, I have not consulted her at all. 

Senator WeL_ker. You haven’t consulted her at all? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir. not a bit. 

Senator Pasrorr. When the money was paid back to you, was his 
wife present ¢ 

Mr. Beacuw. No. She wasn’t there when he borrowed it. She 
wasn’t there, when he paid it back. 

Senator Pasrore. Therefore, it is safe for me to say you have no 
corroboration for the statement that you just made? 

Mr. Beacu. Other than the fact that the automobile was purchased 
at that time that I know, and I am testifying here under oath that I 
did give him that money and he did pay me back. 

Senator Pastore. You haven't answered my question. Your an- 
swer isn’t responsive at all. You have no corroboration to substanti- 
ate the fact that this man actually paid you back a thousand dollars 
about that time. It is merely your word against a dead man’s word. 

Mr. Breacu. And his wife. 

Senator Pastore. His wife wasn’t there, was she? 

Mr. Beacu. She wasn’t there, no. 

Senator Pastore. Therefore, you have no living corroboration of 
what you just said. Answer my question yes or no. 

Mr. Beacu. I have no living corroboration except his wife, Mr. 
Senator. 

Senator Pastore. She can’t corroborate your statement, can she? 
She wasn’t there ? 

Mr. Beacu. In part she can, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. In what way ? 

Mr. Beacnu. In that she knew he borrowed the money from me. 

Senator Pasrore. She never knew he paid it back. We are talking 
about the thousand dollars that was deposited, and you say it came 
from this man who is now dead. 

Mr. Bracu. That is my best recollection after a conference with my 
wife, and that’s as much as I can give you. 

Senator Wetxer. In all of this testimony, Mr. Inspector, yesterday 
not once did you mention a loan to this deceased witness, Wyckoff. 
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Mr. Bracu. That is entirely correct. 

Senator Wetker. And you never thought of Wyckoff until after the 
Selby testimony. 

Mr. Beacn. When we started digging in—— 

Senator Wetker. Answer mv question. 

Mr. Breacu. That is correct, sir. 

Senator We._ker. And you stated to Counsel Bauman when he fin- 
ished his interrogation of you with respect to the thousand dollars, “] 
am gli ad I thought of my brother-in-law, Mr. Selby.” Now you must 
have realized then that you had thought of the man who had paid you 
a thousand dollars cash, didn’t yout 

Mr. Bracnu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. What caused you to believe, Mr. Witness, that 
he paid you a thousand dollars cash? 

Mr. Bracnu. Because about a year prior or better we had loaned 
him a thousand dollars to build a porch on his house out in Silver 
Spring. I believed that he had, before the second loan was made to 
him, or it could have been 2 or 3 years back—they moved back from 
Kansas City some years ago—— 

Senator We.Ker. Let’s get down to— 

Mr. Beacu. It is a matter of explanation, Senator, if you don’t 
mind, 

Senator Werker. You are explaining all over the countryside. 
Now let’s get down to the answer. What caused you to believe that 


Wyckoff had paid you a thousand dollars or any other sum in cash! 


Mr. Beacu. After conference with my wife. 

Senator Weixer. After conference with your wife. But can you 
relate one payment that Selby ever made to you, whether it be $10, a 
hundred dollars, or a thousand dollars in cash? 

Mr. Bracn. That was the only one that I could think of. 

Senator We._ker. The thousand-dollar one? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. And that proved to be utterly and totally false, 
did it not? 

Mr. Beacu. It proved utterly and totally a mistake. 

Senator Wevxker. A mistake? 

Mr. Breacn. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Then why were you so happy to tell Mr. Bauma 
that you are glad you remembered that Mr. Selby-had paid you th 
thousand dollars? 

Mr. Beacn. When you sit here for four straight hours and be sub 
jected to the type of interrogation that I have been subjected to and 
over the multiple transactions I have had financi ally over a period of 
years, and I have made some money on those transactions, a person's 
patience and nerves and constitution are worn to feathers just like mine 
is this morning. 

I am a suspended police officer on the basis of what was testified to 
here yesterday. I have no livelihood left for my family, but I have 
a right as an American citizen to defend my remarks, and that is wha 
I am trying to do now. 

Senator Pastore. There is no one here trying to deny that right ' 
you. 

Mr. Bracn. I believe that. 





CRI 


Senat« 
your test 
Mr. Bi 
Senat¢ 
the habit 
in writin 
Mr. B 
Senat 
the thou 
Mr. Bi 
back, as 
redeposi! 
further t 
Senate 
Mr. B 
Senate 
about th 
Mr. B 
sold his 
automob 
automob 
going to 
Senat« 
Mr. B 
him. TI 
Senate 
830 of t 
inquiry : 
The las 
deposited 


And a 


I still h 
Selby pai 
Mr. B 
answer. 
Senate 
Mr. B 
Senate 
Mr. B 
Senate 
Mr. B 
Senate 
Mr. B: 
I recall | 
of his in 
Senate 
ting the 
Mr. B: 
Senate 
Mr. B: 
Senate 


Mr. B 


aned 
ilver 
le to 


fron 


don’t 


side, 
that 
ash ? 


amar 
u the 


. cub 
» and 
od of 
rson’s 
mine 
ied to 
have 


what 


rht to 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA S855 


Senator Pastore. But you have got to admit as a sensible man that 
your testimony just doesn’t click properly. 

Mr. Beacu. I won't acquiesce in that, either. 

Senator Pastore. Let me ask you a further question. Are you in 
the habit of loaning $2,000 to individuals without any note or ev ‘idence 
in writing ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. There has also been a note. 

Senator Pastore. Would there be a receipt when he paid you back 
the thousand dollars? 

Mr. Beacu. When he gave me the money back I gave him the note 
back, as I have done on numerous other occasions, and the money was 
redeposited to my account. The deal was closed. There was nothing 
further to be done. 

Senator Pastore. You say the original loan was for $2,000? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. And the last payment was a thousand dollars paid 
about this time in May that we are talking about ? 

Mr. Beacu. No. The original thousand dollars was paid when he 
sold his automobile. You see, he bought a new car. He owned an 
automobile. He sold his automobile and then repaid me what his 
automobile brought. Then he owed me the rest, you see, and he was 
going to pay me that as soon as he could. 

Senator Pasrore. Has he ever paid you the balance? 

Mr. Breacu. The balance was paid, and the note was given back to 
him. The money was redeposited, and the transaction was closed. 


Senator Werker. Directing your attention, Mr. Beach, to page 
830 of the official transcript of yesterday, Mr. Bauman makes this 
inquiry : 


The last question I asked was with regard to the $1,000 in cash which you 
deposited on March 21. 


And again, Mr. Witness, this is your reply: 


I still have the slip, and my best recollection is that that is $1,000 of J. Mahlon 
Selby paid me back, and that would be my answer. 

Mr. Breacu. That is correct. My best recollection had to be my 
answer. . 

Senator We._kKer. When did Mr. Wyckoff die? 

Mr. Beacu. He died December 1951. 

Senator Weiker. December 1951? 

Mr. Breacu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. Did he owe you anything at that time? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir; not a thing. 

Senator Wetker. All cleaned up? 

Mr. Beacu. I experienced some difficulty in recovering that money. 
I recall that, and it is because of his financial status and not because 
of his intentions. 

Senator Wetker. Well, what difficulty did you experience in get- 
ting the money? 

Mr. Bracu. He just couldn’t seem to get it together. 

Senator We.ker. How long did that last ? 

Mr. Beacu. That went over a period, I would say, of almost a year. 

Senator Wertker. And I take it—did you write him letters or 

Mr. Beacnu. I saw him personally. 
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Senator Weiker. You saw him, and you let, him know, I take it, 
that you needed this money? 

Mr. Beacu. In no uncertain terms, and during the interim between 
the time that he owed me this money and the time he paid me, I trans- 
ferred him from my command. 

Senator WeLker. You transferred him from your command ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You were seriously concerned about whether or 
not—— 

Mr. Bracu. Not because of the money but because of his personal 
affairs in the precinct. 

Senator Weiker. What was the answer, Mr. Witness? I was 
interrupted. 

Mr. Scuupertr. Could the reporter read back the answer? 

(The answer was read by the reporter.) 

Senator WeLker. Well, now tell me about that. What caused you 
concern about that, Mr. Inspector ? 

Mr. Beacu. While I have the utmost respect for you, Mr. Senator, 
it seems a shame that this man’s personal life, who is now in his 
grave, we would have to go into the question. 

Senator Weixer. I don’t want to dig up that poor man here. I 
have respect for the dead as well as you. 

Mr. Beacu. He has a wife and child. 

Senator Werker. Well, all right, we don’t want to hurt anybody 
that is dead. Now you were concerned about this man because of 
his personal record, were you ? 

Mr. Breacn. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And you don’t want to go into that? 

Mr. Beacn. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. And I admire you, Mr. Inspector, for that, but 
all during that time for better than a year you were concerned as to 
whether or not you would get your thousand dollars? 

Mr. Bracu. I wasn’t too much concerned but I did want my thou- 
sand dollars back as quickly as I could get it. 

Senator We_ker. When was it that you had talked to him over a 
period of a year about this loan? What period? 

Mr. Beacu. I think to my best recollection he told me when he 
made me his initial payment that it would be probably 6 months or 
better before he could pay it. At the expiration of 6 months and 
he didn’t pay it, my best recollection is that I spoke to him about it. 
It was about that time that I had him transferred. 

Senator WeLker. You spoke to him, as I understand it, many times. 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, yes. I would say at least three times. 

Senator Werker. He never made any small payments to you? 

Mr. Bracu. No. I didn’t want it that way. 

Senator WeLKer. You wanted the lump-sum total? 

Mr. Beacn. Because I knew if he could borrow $500, he could bor- 
row a thousand dollars. There would be no use in me taking $500 
now and $500 later. 

Senator Werker. Mr. Inspector, you want to tell this committee 
that even though for better than a year you were concerned about 
getting your money from this man, that you, when confronted wit 
this $1,000 cash deposit yesterday, you couldn't remember even < 


name of Mr. Wyckoff ? 
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Mr. Beacu. That is correct. 

Senator Werxker. It was completely a blank? 

Mr. Beacu. Correct. 

Senator We.ker. Now that impresses this interrogator as being 
ridiculous. Here you have testified that for better than a year you 
were concerned as to whether or not 

Mr. Beacn. Not better than a year, please, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Well, for a year I think your testimony was. 

Mr. Beacn. Let’s say for 6 months or less. 

Senator Wetxer. All right. I will compromise on 6 months. You 
were worried as to whether er not you would get this $1,000 from 
a fellow police officer, and yesterday when you were asked where you 
got a thousand dollars, you gave in response, your brother-in-law, 
and at the time you gave that answer you thought you were testifying 
correctly, that it was your brother-in-law ? 

Mr. Beacnu. That was my thought. 

Senator Weiker. And you have no evidence whatsoever to help 
you in that, because_you admit he has never paid you a cent in cash, 
do you not? 

Mr. Beacu. Who, Mr. Selby? 

Senator WeLker. Yes. 

Mr. Beacu. He has made his payments now. After a survey of 
our records he has made his payments by check, and they have only 
been interest payments. 

Senator Wertxer. They have only been interest payments. Yes- 
terday, though, you told this committee that a thousand dollars in 
cash came as a principal payment. 

Mr. Beacu. ‘That was my belief at the time. 

Senator Werker. Yes. 

Mr. Breacn. It is not my belief now. 

Senator WeLKER. It isn’t your belief now. It is your belief now 
that it came from a witness by the name of Wyckoff, who is dead. 

Mr. Beacu. That is right, sir. 

Senator Wetker. That you worried for better than 6 months as to 
whether or not you would get your money, but when asked where you 
vot the thousand dollars yesterday, you gave as your answer your 
brother-in-law, Mr. Selby. 

Mr. Breach. And what I have stated here this morning is the truth. 

Senator Werxker. That is rather a conclusion. Where was it that 
he paid you this thousand dollars ¢ 

Mr. Beacnu. It would be either at the bank or in the precinct sta- 
tion. 

Senator WreLxer. You have no independent recollection of where 
such a large sum of money was handed to you 4 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t have any independent recollection, but I 
would—— 

Senator Weiker. That little transaction, it wouldn’t make an im- 
pression on your mind? 

Mr. Beacu. Knowing it was going right back in the bank, I don’t 
see why it should, where it came from. 

Senator Wetker. Well, now if you were paid at the police station, 
it would certainly take you a little time to get to the bank wouldn't 
it? 

Mr. Beacu. About 5 minutes. 
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Senator Werxer, About 5 minutes. You want to tell this com- 
mittee that you don’t know where the thousand dollars was paid to 
you 

Mr. Beacu. I would say that I would know from my best recollec- 
tion that it would have been paid to me in the precinct station or 
he would have met me at the bank. Now that is as close—— 

Senator WeLKer. Do you recall what size bills they were? 

Mr. Bracn. No, I don’t. 

Senator Weiker. Whether they were $100, $10 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t recall. 

Senator Weiker. Notwithstanding the fact that you had been con- 
cerned over this for a long time of getting your money, you don’t 
recall anything about the size of the currency ? 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. No one else was present ? 

Mr. Bracu. | don’t recall anybody else who was present. There 
may have been. 

Senator WeLKer. Well, now, there may have been. 
anybody else? 

Mr. Bracu. I don’t recall; no, sir. 

Senator WeLKker. Well, now, do you recall any of the conversation / 

Mr. Bracu. I wouldn’t recall the conversation except; no. 

Senator Wreiker. You don’t recall any conversation. Did he express 
sorrow to you that he caused you all this concern for such a length 
of time? 

Mr. Breacu. I don’t recall that he did. Obviously there was conver- 
sation. 

Senator Wetxer. And do you remember any incident that might 
help us here in cementing this fact? Just what was done? What was 
said and done at this time ? 

Mr. Bracn. He had promised me twice before that he was going 
to borrow the money. 

Senator Wr = r. Did you ask him where he did borrow the money ? 

Mr. Bracn. I don’t think I did; no. 

Senator Weiker. And he did not tell you? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t think he did. 

Senator Wetker. Now can you tell us one bit of the conversation 
that took place at this time? To me a thousand-dollar transaction is 
quite an event. I haven’t had many of them, but I seem to remember 
any that I have had. Can yon tell us one bit of conversation you 
had at this time ! 

Mr. Breacu. As a matter of returning the man’s note to him and 
getting the money, and there obviously was conversation. 

Senator Werxer. Was anything said about it? Did he say, “In 
spector Beach, 1 am sorry that I have delayed you this long. T am 
sorry that you had to call this to my attention many times.” Did he 
mention anything like that? 

Mr. Bracu. In prior conversations he had expressed sorrow that 
he hadn’t paid me and I had been very firm with him about it, but 
exact words of the conversation I wouldn’t attempt to sit here and try 
to repeat. 

Senator Wetxer. Now how did you happen to have your note on 
you at that time? 

Mr. Bracn. I had my notes in the files at the precinct. 
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Senator Wreiker. You had your notes in the file at the precinct. 
Now you know it did take place in the precinct and not at the bank ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. We could have met at the bank. I could have taken—— 

Senator Weiker. I know. That is the customary dodge, Mr. In- 
spector, that you have been giving me now for a number of hours. 

Mr. Scuuperr. Senator, I object to that characterization. He is 
answering to the best of his ability. 

Senator Weixer. Yes, I recall. He is answering but I won't go 
further with you on the best of his ability. 

Now I have finally driven you to the proposition that it did take 
place at the precinct headquarters. 

Mr. Beacu. Or the bank. 

Seantor WeLxker. Or the bank; yes. 

Mr. Beacu. Right. 

Senator Weiker. But then you tell me that it must have taken 
place at the headquarters because you had your files there. 

Mr. Beacu. Mr. Senator, I didn’t say that. Mr. Senator, I said 
that I had his note in my files at the precinct where I kept my files. 

Senator Wetxer. Where did you meet Wyckoff the first time upon 
this day in question when you allege that he paid you the thousand 
dollars ? 

Mr. Scuusert. Answer the question if you know. 

Senator WeLker. Just a moment, please! 

Mr. Beacu. Exactly where I met him is your question, sir? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. 

Mr. Bracu. I don’t know. It was one of the two places. 

Senator Weiker. Would you say it was the headquarters? 

Mr. Beacn. No. 

Senator We_Kxer. Would you say it was the bank? 

Mr. Beacu. No. 

Senator WeiKxer. How did you happen to have your files, your 
personal files, with you ? 

Mr. Beacu. I keep them in my office. 

Senator Wetxer. All right, did you have any other files in your file 
at that time, all your other bus ness transactions ? 

Mr. Bracu. My personal file is there, my record files of all de- 
scriptions, and I have those still in my office. 

Senator WeLker. Then if it took place at the bank, you took all of 
your files over to the bank. 

i, Beacnu. I would only take that part of my files which were 

lated to him, which would be the note. 

“Se ‘nator WeLkrer. You took only the note? 

Mr. Beacn. That would be correct. 

Senator Werker. Where did you sign and release this note, mark it 
pad in full? 

Mr. Beacn. Wherever the transaction took place, sir. 

Senator WeLKER. You can’t recall whether you went into a room, 
sat down ? 

Mr. Breacn. No. 

Senator Weixer. Anything of that nature? 

Mr. Beacu. No. 

Senator Weiker. Do you recall signing the note, marking it paid 
in full ? 

Mr. Beacn. Always did that. 
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Senator Weixer. Do you recall signing this particular note? 

Mr. Bracn. I don’t recall the actual writing, but I would say that 
I did. I know I would have to. 

Senator Weiker. Was there any interest credited upon this loan / 

Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 

Senator Werxker. Did you charge him any interest for this? 

Mr. Beacu. No interest at all. 

Senator Wetker. Do you mean to tell this committee that here you 
made a loan of a thousand doll: nich and you charged no interest ? 

Mr. Bracu. I made out that; I didn’t charge interest. 

Senator Wetxer. But you did charge your brother-in-law interest 
on his loan? 

Mr. Beacu. Long-term loans. 

Senator Wetker. Long-term loans. That made a difference ? 

Mr. Beacu. Indeed it does 

Senator WeLKer. You were in the business then of loaning to a 
man who the evidence here indicates he wasn’t a very good risk 
because he didn’t pay the loan when due, and you never charged him 
a dollar as interest ? 

Mr. Bracn. No, sir. It was strictly in the beginning to be a very 
short-term loan which I had made before as purely a matter of con- 
venience, with no profit intended, and I would have done it for any 
other friend of mine and I have done it for them. 

Senator Wriker. An unsecured note of a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Beacu. Personal note from him is sufficient security. 

Senator Wetker. I am asking you, this thousand dollars now that 
you are attempting to explain was a thousand dollar note which was 
unsecured ¢ 

Mr. Breacn. Except by his signature. 

Senator WeLker. Except by his signature? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreLker. And I take it had he gotten killed or died in the 
course of his duty, you would have been stuck for that $1,000. 

Mr. Bracn. I couldn’t possibly have been, sir. His estate would 
have been responsible. 

Senator Wrerker. He died a pretty wealthy man, did he? 

Mr. Beacn. No; he owned a home which he hadn’t finished paying 
for and he owned an automobile and he owned furniture and he had 
insurance. I could have collected without too much trouble. 

Senator Weiker. Now can you name for this committee any other 
loans the size of a thousand dollars that you gave a fellow policeman 
or othe r en on just a note which was unsecured ? 

Mr. Beacn. 1 think yesterday the record will show that I mentioned 
dea and I think I mentioned Officer Richie of No. 7 Precinct who 
was my secretary at the time that I made the loan to. 

Senator Wei_ker. How much? a 

Mr. Beacu. His loan was to my best recollection and records $1,900. 

Senator Weixer. And that was unsecured / 

Mr. Beacu. And repaid to me in the —— 

Senator We_Kxer. Was it unsecured, Inspector ? 

Mr. Breacn. No, sir: note. 

Senator Weixer. Well, a note is unsecured unless you have some 
security for it. Do you wish to help him on that, Counsel ? 

Mr. Scuuserr. Yes. 
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Senator Werker. He did not take an automobile or any mortgage 
like that ? 

Mr. Bracn. No, sir. 

Senator Weker. That is all. 

The Cuairman. Inspector, how many others are there with whom 
you have had $1,000 transactions about which you have failed to 
tell us? 

Mr. Scuusert. May I confer with my client, Mr. Chairman / 

The CuarrmMan. No. We want the witness to answer. 

Mr. Beacu. I will say this: That as they come to mind, I will tell 
you. 

The CHatrmMan. Do you know whether there are any other unre- 
vealed transactions involving as much as a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Beacn. I think I said yesterday that that was what I could 
remember, and I will say today that up to this moment is what I can 
recall at this time. I have been under terrific strain here and it is 
not unusual for a man to neglect to say something like that. 

Senator WeLker. Could it be a conclusion here that you would find 
you were in error with respect to Mr. Wyckoff? There may have been 
someone else that you loaned this money to, Mr. Inspector. 

Mr. Beacn. No. 

Senator WeLker. You now are convinced that you have the right 
man that gave vou that money ? 

Mr. Beacnu. I am convinced that I did loan him that money and 
he repaid it, as I have explained. 

Senator WeLker. What caused you to be so sure that Wyckoff—I 
don’t want to be repetitious 

Mr. Beacn. I have racked my brains to try to find a figure after Mr. 
Selby’s testimony. I was firmly convinced that that was the source, 
but after his testimony I have racked my brains, and as my attorney 

can say, we had a meeting last night and tried to go over this thing 
and figure it out, and it was my wife’s thought when it came to her 
that I have never said anything about that loan to Wyckoff. 

Senator Werker. Well, how did she happen to recall it? She 
wasn't there when it was paid off. 

Mr. Beacu. She knew about my business transactions. 

Senator Weiker. She knew about it ? 

Mr. Beacn. Certainly, sir. It was her money as much as it was 
mine. 

Senator Weiker. All right, we have heard that, too, but now you 
told her about Wyckoff’s paying it off? 

The CHairMan. Inspector, where does Mrs. Wyckoff live? 

Mr. Beacu. I think it is 305 South Abingdon Street, Arlington, 
Va. 

The Cuatrman. What is her first name? 

Mr. Beaca. Adeline. 

Senator WeLKrer. Your wife wasn’t present when this loan was 
paid off? 

Mr. Beacn. No, sir. 

Senator Werker. But you acquainted your wife with the business 
transaction, I take it ? 

Mr. Bracn. Yes, sir. : 

Senator Wetker. Did you or your wife make any record of this 
loan ¢ 
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Mr. Beacn. We had the note. 

Senator We.xer. After the note was returned to Wyckoff, you did 
not have it, did you? 

Mr. Beacu. Oh, no, the money was back in the bank. 

Senator Werxer. That’s all right. Did you make any record what- 
soever of this transaction ? 

Mr. Breacu. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You do keep sheets, though, don’t you, ledger 
sheets? I have seen you testifying from them. 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, I keep my bank book. 

Senator Wetxer. But you had no record, no record whatsoever of 
the Wyckoff transaction ? 

Mr. Bracu. None, and unfortunately there is others I don’t have 
and I wish I did. 

Senator Werker. Now we are getting into that. Unfortunately 
there are others that you don’t have any record of / 

Mr. Brac. Where it involves a mortgage note, I have the mort- 
gage notes and I will have them until the obligation is satisfied. 

Senator WeLKer. Well, now how much of this money is out or has 
been out that you can’t recall now? Do you have any idea? 

Mr. Beacu. What I have stated thus far is all I recall now. 

Senator WeLker. You mean to leave the committee with this im- 
pression then, that there may be some other people that have handed 
you cash that you don’t remember anything about ? 

Mr. Bracu. You mean loans that I have made to them that they 
have—— 

Senator We.ker. Well, wherever it is, whether it is loans or any- 
thing else. 

Mr. Bracu. It is possible, but not probable. 

Senator Wexker. It is possible but not probable. Well, after think- 
ing of this matter as you did yesterday, you, your attorney and your 
wife, trying to figure out an explanation of the thousand-dollar Joan 
that you were interrogated about yesterday, you came to the conclusion 
that it was Wyckoff. Now did you in all that deliberation think of 
any other person ? 

Mr. Beacu. No. 

Senator WeLker. Well, now in fact does any other person exist that 
paid you money in the sum of a thousand dollars that you can relate 
to us at this time? 

Mr. Scuusert. May I be helpful in that respect ? 

Senator Weiker. Go ahead, counsel. 

Mr. Scuuserr. You did mention this other matter of $1,950 that you 
recalled for the first time, did you not ? 

Mr. Beacn. You mean today ¢ 

Mr. Scuvuserr. In our conversation yesterday you recalled that for 
the first time. 

Mr. Bracu. I told the committee that. 

Senator WeLxker. That is the one you got 414 percent interest on? 

Mr. Scuvuserr. No, that is the one to the secretary. 

Senator WeLKeR. Precinct 7? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You can’t recall of any others? 

Mr. Beacn. At the moment now, no sir, and I don’t believe there are. 

Senator WeLker. You talked to Mrs. Wyckoff last night? 


CRI 


Mr. B 
Senat 
Wyckofi 
Mr. B 
haven’t 
Senat 
Mr. FB 
Mr. S 
Senat 
any oth 
Mr. B 
room Y¥¢ 
neighbo 
The | 
commu! 
Mr. I 
Senat 
any pla 
Mr. FE 
1 know 
ment. 
Agricul 
believe 
ment bi 
We hav 
require 
Sena 
the pre 
Mr. I 
Sena 
ness to 
officer ¢ 
this lar 
of you 
comple 
Mr. | 
Sena 
Mr. 
Sena 
were SI 
be pick 
Mr. 
Depart 
Sen: 
Ss elal 
Mr. 
in this 
of it. 
Sen: 
were ¢ 
the da 
Mr. 
Christ 





CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 863 


Mr. Beacu. No, sir. 

Senator Wevxer. Did you talk to anyone that did talk to Mrs. 
Wyckoff last night? 

Mr. Bracn. I have not elicited any assistance from anybody, and I 
haven’t talked to her about this incident at all. 

Senator Wetxer. Did your attorney talk to her? 

Mr. Beacu. Did you? 

Mr. Scuvupert. I did not. 

Senator Wetxer. Did any of your friends on the police force or 
any other friends talk to her? 

Mr. Bracu. I haven’t talked to anybody since I left this committee 
room yesterday except my attorney and my wife and a next-door 
neighbor. 

The Carman. Mr. Inspector, have you directly or indirectly 
communicated with Mrs. Wyckoff about this matter ? 

Mr. Beacn. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Do you know whether Mrs. Wyckoff is employed 
any place here? 

Mr. Beacu. We haven't had contact with her since her husband died. 
{ know she is employed, but just where—she works for the Govern- 
ment. At one time she worked in the Agriculture Department, not the 
Agriculture, the Pentagon, and at the time of her husband’s death, I 
believe she was working out on Mt. Vernon Boulevard at that Govern- 
ment building out near the air port. That’s where she was working. 
We have lost contact with them over the unpleasantness that you didn't 
require me to explain. 

Senator We.ker. That was the unpleasantness of transfer from 
the precinct ? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. Before that time we were very-—— 

Senator WELKER. Once again, even though you had had unpleasant- 
ness to the point where it caused you to cease social functions with the 
officer and his family, the fact that he subsequently came in to pay you 
this large sum of money—yesterday when you knew that every dollar 
of your transaction was under the scrutiny of this committee, you had 
completely forgotten about Mr. Wyckoff. 

Mr. Beacu. I had, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Did you goto Mr. Wyckoff’s funeral ? 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. I was a pallbearer. 

Senator Werker. But you had had this unpleasantness but still you 
were sufficiently within the good graces of the family that you would 
be picked as a pallbearer? 

Mr. Beacu. The pallbearers were selected from the members of the 
Department, and his wife had personally selected me. 

Senator Werker. Notwithstanding the fact that you had ceased 
social functions, and I take it there was some enmity. 

Mr. Breacu. It was a fact that I didn’t believe we should go further 
in this marital situation that had developed, didn’t want to be a part 
of it. We never lost respect for each other, or I didn’t, | know. 

Senator WeLker. Yet you did not want to visit him but yet you 
were called upon to be the pallbearer. How do you happen to recall 
the date of the death ? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t recall the date except that it was so near 
Christmas. 
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Senator Werker. Didn’t you tell us the date here a few moments 
ago? 

Mr. Bracn. I told you December 1951, and I recall it very definitely 
for the reason that it was just a day or so before Christmas, and ] 
recall that his wife spoke to me about the fact that he had bought toys 
for the child and had set up a Christmas tree before he went to the 
hospital. 

Senator Weiker. That his wife bought toys for the child? 

Mr. Beacn. No; the father had bought toys for the child before 
he had gone to the hospital. He was only there about a week before 
he died, and he was unconscious when I saw him for the first time, and 
he died that night. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of financial records do you keep of your 
old transactions, Inspector ¢ 

Mr. Scuupertr. Mr. Chairman, at this point, in view of what h: ap 
pened yesterday, in view of the fact that we do not have the records 
and that I object to putting the cart before the horse so far as—that 
is these individual transactions concerning net worth, I am going to 
advise my client not to answer any further questions. 

Senator WeL_Kker. On what ground ¢ 

Mr. Scuvuserr. Constitutional grounds. 

Senator Weikxer. What constitutional grounds? Freedom of press 
or what? Now let’s state it. 

Mr. Scnuserr. The sixth amendment. 

Senator Wexxker. Let’s have it. What is your objection, Counsel ? 
Now, you know, to take advantage of constitutional objection, you 
must state it. 

Mr. Scuvsperr. That he is unable to state with certainty without 
a review of the records about any of these transactions. 

Senator Weiker. That isn’t a constitutional objection, Counsel. 
Now let’s get down to it. If you have an objec tion, we want to hear it. 

Mr. Scnupert. I say that is a constitutional objection because yes- 
terday you characterized his testimony as perjury. 

Senator Weiker. Do you want to argue about that now? 

Mr. Scuunerr. No; I don’t want to argue. 

Senator Weixer. All right, now I want to hear and the chairman 
I am sure wants to hear your constitutional objection to this witness 
proceeding further. 

Mr. Scuusert. In anything like that it would tend to perjure him- 
self and if he can’t give it correctly would be self-inecrimination. 

Senator Weiker. Then you do want this witness to refuse to an- 
swer upon the ground that his testimony might tend to incriminate 
him ? 

Mr. Scuvusert. Until we have a chance—— 

Senator WeLker. I want to get your constitutional objection, not 
mine. Now you make it, Counsel. Is that the reason why you refuse 
to permit the inspector to go ahead ? 

Mr. Scuvserr. Because I don’t want him to commit perjury. 

Senator We.iker. Now that isn’t an objection. I don’t think any 
of us want him to commit perjury. 

Mr. Scuuserr. He was trapped into this yesterday. 

Senator Wetker. He was trapped into it? 

Mr. Scuvuserr. I think he was. 
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Senator WeLker. Now that is an awful vicious statement to make, 
Counsel. Who trapped him into what 

Mr. Scnvuserr. By asking him about each of these individual trans- 
actions when he couldn't recall. He said to the best of his recollec- 
tion and belief. 

Senator WeLker. Wouldn’t that be true of any witness called before 
a court of law or inquiry when he can’t answer correctly, then I sup- 
pose counsel should yell he was trapped into it. ' 

Mr. Scuvserr. In the court he would be presented with the issues 
against him. 

Senator Werxer. All right, let me ask you this, counsel, since you 
seem to be on the stand now. At any time did you ever ask fora docu- 
ment or a ledger sheet or any documentary ev idence that wasn’t imme- 
diately handed to you by counsel ? 

Mr. Scnuserr. Yes; I asked for the checks yesterday several times. 
They were never given to us to look at. 

Senator WeiKer. They were stacked up there. Now, counsel, 
fair with us. I don’t want to have an argument with you, but by a 
like token you are not coming up here to throw any mud at this com- 
mittee. Weare trying to doa job that is very unpleasant. 

Mr. Scuvnerr. The record will show 

Sen: tor We ker. It isn’t any fun for us. We weren’t sent here to 
police the Police Department of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Scuuserr. I understand. All I am trying to do is protect my 
client. 

Senator Weiker. I understand. You are doing a noble job, sir, 
but now going back to the proposition, what is your objection to the 
testimony of the witness Beach proceeding further ? 

Mr. Scnusert. Because he is unable at this time to answer the ques- 
tions to the satisfaction of the chairman, with the records he has 
available to him now. 

The Cuatrman. If that is your only objection, it is overruled. 

If you have any constitutional ground for objecting, you should 
state it. But if your objection is based on the fear that the witness 
might perjure himself, the objection will be overruled. 

Mr. Breacu. May I consult w ith my counsel ? 

Senator Weixer. As you well know, counsel, any witness subjects 
himself to that danger when c takes an oath and testifies. Now I 
want to be perfectly fair with you. I admire you very much as a 
lawyer and as a man. 

You know you haven’t made an objection now. I want you to come 
forth with the objection, if you expect this witness not to be in con- 
tempt. Now that is from one lawyer to another, and certainly I - t 
need to tell you that, because you know it as much or better that 
I do. 

Mr. Scuupert. May I confer with my client ? 

Senator WeLker. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Scnusert. May we be excused from the room ? 

Senator We.Lker. That’s all right. After all, Mr. Chairman, coun- 

| has asked to retire from the room with his client, and I think it 
would be fair that he be able to do that. 

(There was a short recess. ) 
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Mr. Scuvusert. I have conferred with my client and he will answer 
all questions to the best of his recollection and belief. If he cannot 
give an answer definitely recalling it, he will tell you so. 

Senator Weiker. That is what we would expect him to do. We 
would not want him to testify to something that he did not know 
anything, naturally. 

The CHatrMan. Proceed. 

Senator Werxer. Then you have no constitutional objection, | 
take it ? 

Mr. Scuvsert. I have none, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach, what financial records do you keep 
of your personal financial transactions? 

Mr. Beacu. My bank ledgers and checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Bank ledgers? 

Mr. Beacn. And checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you keep any other records of any kind ? 

Mr. Beacu. I have a personal file that I keep correspondence. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you keep any other financial records or books? 

Mr. Bracu. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that those schedules you have been 
looking at the last day and a half now are all composed from those 
bank records and bank ledgers together with information given you 
orally by other people? 

Mr. Beacu. ‘The record that I have compiled was taken from cheek 
stubs, bank ledgers, and bankbooks. 

Mr. Bauman. To continue with the year 1949, Inspector, I am going 
to try to make this a little briefer, because I assume that some of your 
answers would be the same as those already made under similar 
situations. 

On January 7, 1949, $25 was deposited in cash in your account at the 
Hamilton National Bank. And that is too small to ask you about 
specifically. 

On the 28th of January, $55.40 was deposited to one of your accounts 
at the Perpetual Building Association. <A total of $80.40. You pre 
viously testified that your wife made the deposits into the Perpetual; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And that you would have no specific knowledge where 
the money came from, but assume that it would have come from her 
pay is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. That is incorrect. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the answer ? 

Mr. Beacn. The correct answer was previously stated to you, Mr. 
Counsel, and that was it would come from her salaries. 

Mr. Bauman. On March 7, 1949, $100 was deposited in cash in your 
account at the Union Trust Co. I believe you previously stated that 
she made the deposits in the Union Trust Co. ? 

Mr. Beacu. For the record, why don’t you clarify that? You have 
it right in front of you. You will see that there is a joint account. 
Why do you say I deposited that money ? 

Mr. Bauman. I will correct that. $100—— 

Mr. Beacu. Would you keep that corrected, because we went 
through that yesterday. 
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Mr. Bauman. Inspector, I will take my instructions from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Beacu. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On March 7, 1949, $100 was deposited in cash in the 
joint account, yours and your wife’s, at the Union Trust Co., is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Bracu. I didn’t make the deposit. 

Mr. Scuusert. May I tell the witness to answer just the question 
that he can recall ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. I show you two deposit slips, each in the amount 
of $50 on the Perpetual Building Association, dated March 28, 1949, 
and ask you if you have any knowledge at all of where that $100 
came from ? 

Mr. Beacn. Those deposits would have been made by my wife as I 
have explained repeatedly. She makes 8 deposits in the building 
and loan. That is not my handwriting. I did not make the deposits. 
And I cannot identify the bank slip. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your handwriting? 

Mr. Bracn. I am trying to save some time. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that her handwriting? 

Mr. Bracn. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been married, Inspector? 

Mr. Bracn. Since 1942. 

Mr. Bauman. And do I understand that you do not know your 
wife’s handwriting? 

Mr. Beacu, I do not know all of her handwriting every time I see 
it, especially on a photostat. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir? 

Mr. Bracu. It looks verv much like it. 

Mr. Bauman. You have seen her write her name many, many times? 

Mr. Beacu. It looks very much like it. 

Senator Weiker. Why did you not say that in the first place, 
Ins spector f 2 We do not want to argue with you. 

Mr. Beacu. I do not think he asked for it. 

Mr. Scuunert. Let us not argue. 

Senator Werxer. Look at it and see if in your best recollection 
that is in your wife’s handwriting. 

Mr. Beacn. That appears to be her handwriting. 

Mr. Bauman. April 11, 1949, 365 in cash was deposited in the 
account at the Union Trust Co. and on April 28, 1949, $100 in cash was 
deposited in your accounts, Perpetual Building Association. Let me 
hate all three slips, please. 

Mr. Beacn. I will accept that without regard. 

Mr. Bauman. Those deposits would have been made by your wife; 
is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you the two slips on the Perpetual Building 
Association and ask you if that is your wife’s handwriting ?¢ 

Mr. Beacu. That appears to be it ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now on May 12, $30 was deposited in cash in that 
account at the Union Trust Co., and the next day a was deposited 
in cash in your account in the National Bank of Washington. 

Where did you get the $100 that was deposited in ath on that day? 
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Mr. Breacu. I wouldn't know. 

Mr. Bauman. On May 31, 1949, $50 was again deposited in each of 
your two accounts at the Pies 1] Building Association, a total of 

S100, and I ask you if these deposit slips covering that situation are 
in the handwriting of your wife? 

Mr. Beacu. They appear to be such. 

Mr. Bauman. So that during the month of May $230 was deposited 
in cash, 

On June 9, 1949, the records of the University Branch of the Peoples 
National Bank of Charlottesville, Va., show a cash deposit to your 
daughter’s educational account in the sum of $1,000 in cash. 

Where did you get that thousand dollars ¢ 

Mr. Brac. Who made that deposit ! 

Mr. Bauman. I will show you the deposit slip and ask you if you 
remember such a deposit being made in that account ! 

Mr. Bracn. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you provide the money for your daughter's educa- 
tional expenses / 

Mr. Bracu. Not all of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Who provided the rest of it ? 

Mr. Beacn. Her mother provides her part. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, Inspector Beach, as you may know or 
may not know, a member of the subcommittee staff has spoken to 
your former wife, and your former wife has indicated to us—— 

Mr. Scuuperr. I object. Let us ask this witness what he knows. 


Mr. Bauman. I am leading up to a question and I will appreciate 
it if you will let me finish before you make your objection. 


A member of the staff of this subcommittee has seen your former 
wife, and she has said that every penny that went into that account 
in Charlottesville came from you. As a matter of fact, it appears 
that your wife was in serious financial circumstances at about this 
time, would not have had any thousand dollars and, accordingly, I 
ask you again, Inspector Beach, did you give anybody $1,000 for 
deposit into that account? 

Mr. Beacu. I have no recollection of tliat. 
substantiate anything that 1 would tell you. 
no recollection of it. 

Senator Weiker. Do we happen to have any records that might 
sustain any deposits of a thousand dollars in currency on June 9, 
1949, other than the official deposit slip which has heretofore been 
shown to you? 

Mr. Beacu. Not tomy knowledge, you don’t. I don’t know what is 
in those records. 

Mr. Bauman. What the Senator is asking, whether you feel that 
any papers the staff may be in possession of may be helpful in an 
swering these questions. 

Mr. Bracn. I can’t answer the Senator definitely, because I don’t 
know what vou have over there right now. 

Mr. Bauman. On June 23, 1949, $65 was deposited in cash in th: ut 
account at the Union Trust Co. and a total of $100, your monthly de 
posit or the usual deposit in those accounts, at the Perpe tual Building 


\ssociation. One week later, on June 30, another $50 was deposited 


1 


into the account at the Union Trust Co. 


I have no records to 
I will say that I have 
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And I will show you all of thos se deposit slips. In whose hand- 
writing are those deposit slips, sir? 

Mr. Beacu. They appear to be in the handwriting of my wife. 

Mr. Bauman. One week later, on July 6, 1949, you deposited 
$3,069.34 in your savings account at the Hamilton National Bank, and 
that ws as deposited i in cash. Where did that $3,069.34 come from 

Mr. Breacu. The deposit was made on July 6, 1949, and the rec- 
ord—the withdrawals—there was a withdrawal on February 4 of 
$1,900 and a withdrawal on May the 10th of $2.000, and my best an- 
swer to that would be that those were loans withdrawn and repaid 
within a period of 6 months. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach, that $2,000, the one on May 10, 
1949, is just exactly what you told this committee before you loaned to 
W yekoff. 

Mr. Bracnu. Start adding. 

Mr. Bauman. I figure you are the one that better start adding. 

Mr. Bracn. $1,900 and $1,000 is $2,900; is it not 

Mr. Bauman. Yes: it is. You deposited $3,069.34 on July 6, 1949. 
Where did that $5,069.34 in cash come from ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. My recollection would be, sir, that it comes from 
these withdrawals. 

Mr. Bauman. Which withdrawals, Inspector ? 

Mr. Breacu. $1,900 withdrawal and a part of the $2,000 withdrawal, 
made about 4 months prior. 

Mr. Bauman. You just told us, Inspector, that that $2,000 with- 
drawal 

Mr. Beacu. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was loaned to Wyckoff. 

Mr. Beacn. That is right, and I, also—— 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon. It was not repaid to you until 
the following year. 

Mr. Breacu. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you tell me, sir. 

Mr. Beacn. The $2,000, to my best recollection, was loaned to 
Wyckoff and as I have told for the record that he sold his car and 
repaid me a thousand dollars and he owed me a thousand. 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct. 

Mr. Beacu. Uh-huh. 

Mr. Bauman. Now this money was deposited on July 6, 1949, and 
do I understand your claim to be that on February 4, 1949, you with- 
drew $1,900 which you retained in cash until July 6, 19497 

Mr. Bracu. No, that was not withdrawn to retain in cash. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand you correctly when I ask you 

hether you claim that that $1,900, withdrawn on Febru: ry 4, was 
part of the $3,069.24 which was deposited on July 6% 

Mr. Beacu. That would be my best recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. That money was withdrawn on February 4, 1949, 

that correct ? 

Mr. Beacn. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And I now ask you, was that money retain 
from February 4, 1949, until the time you deposited it in 
July? 

Mr. Beacu. I wouldn't answer that directly. 

Mr. Bauman. How is that? 
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Mr. Beacu. I would not answer that directly. 

Mr. Scuusert, Answer the questions, if you can. 

Mr. Bauman. I ask that the witness be directed to answer. What 
would you like to say about that? 

Mr. Beacu. I would like to say just what I have said, that the totals 
are totals. That is it. 

Mr. Bauman. Now look, Inspector, I have asked you what I think 
is a fairly simple question. I am going to ask it until I get some kind 
of answer or as long as the committee will indulge me in it. 

I am asking, did you on February 4, 1949, draw $1,900 in cash ou 
of your savings account ? 

Mr. Breacu. The records so indicate. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the best answer you can give? 

Mr. Beacu. Best answer. 

Mr. Bauman. If it came out of that account it would have been in 
cash, would it not? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 


Mr. Bauman. Did you retain that $1,900 in cash from February 4, 


1949, until this deposit of $3,069.34 was made on July 6, 19494 

Mr. Bracu. I don’t think I would, but I can’t say whether I did o1 
not. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember ? 

Mr. Bracn. No. 

Mr. Scuvserr. I object. He has answered it to the best of his rec- 
ollection and belief at this point. 

Mr. Bauman. At this point he has satisfied me on this point. He 
says he does not remember. That is the first time. 

Mr. Scuvserr. He has answered the question to the best of his ali! 
ity. You can not ask any more than that. 

Mr. Bauman. If you kept this in cash, where would you have ke; 
this, Inspector ? 

Mr. Breacu. If I kept it in cash, it would, probably, be at one of 


two locations. It would be in my safe at the precinct or in the safe 


at my wife's office, but I have no recollection of keeping it, as I have 
answered before. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, as I underst: ind your previous answers it is your 
claim that this $1,900 is part of the $3,000? 

Mr. Beacu. I said it balances my books and from the standpoint 
of withdrawals 

Mr. Bauman. I am not an accountant. I am asking you now where 
did you get the $3,000 which was deposited on July 6? Lam not ask 
ing whether your books balance. 

Mr. Beacu. Let us go back and read the answer that I gave you a 
moment ago. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you please answer the question ? 

Mr. Beacu. I would say that from my withdrawals and deposits 
within that period it would appear to me that this $1,900, plus a 
thousand dollars repaid me by Wyckoff adds up to $3,000 or $100 less 
than $3,000. 

Mr. Bauman. You have just said repeatedly, Inspector, that you do 
not believe you held $1,900 in cash all of this time. 

Mr. Br acH. I don’t believe I did. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you draw this money out for? 

Mr. Beacu. I can’t tell you. 
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Mr. Bauman. Would you have drawn it out to hold it around for 
4 months or more to deposit on a later date / 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t believe I would have. 

Senator Wev_kKEr. Can you think of any reason why you withdrew 
this money ? 

Mr. Beacu. I cannot think of one that could be testified to here 
under oath at the moment, sir, and my recollection is not sufficiently 
fresh on that particular withdrawal to know just what it was for and 
if I did, I’d be glad to give it to the committee, because it definitely is 
a legitimate deal. You can see that. 

Mr. Bauman. Now on July 29, $54.65 was deposited in the account 
at the Perpetual and that is prob: ibly in the handwriting of your wife, 
too, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. That appears to be her handwri iting, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. During August 1949, the following deposits were 
made in your account: On August 3, 330 in — to the Union Trust 
Co., which I assume to have been deposited by your wife, and on 
August, $200 in cash to your savings account at the Hamilton National 
Bank. 

I show you a deposit slip on that bank involving that transaction 
and ask you where did that $200 come from. 

Mr. Beacu. It shows on the statement. The best answer I can give. 

would be a repayment of some of my loans or investments 

Mr. Bauman. Which particular ones? 

Mr. Beacu. And I can’t tell you that. I don’t recall 

Mr. Bauman. Who gave you this $200? 

Mr. Beacu. I can’t tell you that. 

Mr. Bauman. On August 30, 1949, $50, your regular monthly de- 
posit in cash or your wife’s regular monthly deposit in cash, to be more 
accurate, was again made in the accounts at the Perpetual Building 
Association, so that in the month of August, $330 was deposited ip 
your various accounts in cash. 

Mr. Beacu. Does the Senator—— 

Mr. Bauman. Within 1 week, Inspector—I beg your pardon. 

Senator Weiker. What was the answer? 

Mr. Beacu. May I make this observation, does the Senator from 
Idaho realize that my wife is paid in cash 4 

Senator Wreiker. I understood that. 

Mr. Bauman. On September 6, 1949, vou deposited in your account 
at the Hamilton National Bank $400 in cash and on the same day, $60 
in cash was deposited in your account at the Union Trust Co. Now 
that $60, I assume, pursuant to your previous answer, was deposited 
by your wife. 

Where did you get the $400 that you deposited on that particular 
day as evidenced by the deposit slip which I now hand you? 

Mr. Beacn. My answer to that would be the same as the $200. To 
my best recollection it would be a return from an investment or a loan, 
and I couldn’t tell you who returned it to me. 

Mr. Batman. Can you tell me whether it was an investment or a 
loan? 

Mr. Bracu. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you tell me who gave you the money? 


Mr. Bracn. No. 
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Mr. Bauman. Can you tell me in what form it was given to you? 

Mr. Beacu. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Were all of your loans repaid to you in cash, In 
spector / 

Mr. Beacu. Not all. 

Mr. Bauman. Were all of your investments repaid to you in cash? 

Mr. Beacn. Not all. 

Mr. Bauman. On or about October 6, 1949, you loaned your for- 
mer wife’s brother. Herbert Faulconer $1,000 in cash, is that correct 

Mr. Beacn. When? 

Mr. Bauman. October 6, 1949. 

Mr. Beacn. I don’t recall that date, but I know you talked to him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you loan your former brother-in-law $1,000 in 
cash ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. My wife and I did; yes. 

Mr. BauMan. Where did the cash come from ? 

Mr. Beacu. It eame out of our savings. Where, I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it come out of some bank account ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. It could have come out of a bank account. 

Mr. Bauman. I am well aware that it could have. Did it come out 
of » bank? 

Mr. Bracu. I can’t give you that as a direct answer. It came out 
of our savings, from some source, and I loaned him $1,000. 

Mr. Bauman. From what source ? 

Mr Beacu. I just explained that to you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that the best answer you can give? 

Mr. Scnunert. Do you know? 

Mr. Beacn. That is the best I can give at this time. No. 

The CHarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Three days before you loaned him the thousand dol- 
lars in cash vou deposited $200 in cash in your savings account at the 
Hamilton National Bank. That was on October 3, 1949, and I 
show you the deposit slip covering that situation. 

Mr. Beacu. That would indicate to me that it was a repayment 
of an obligation, but I can’t identify it at this time. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I wnderstand that your answer about that is the 
same as those previously inquired about 

Mr. Breacu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You cannot say whether it was either a return of an 
investment or the repayment of a loan; is that right ? 

Mr. Beacnu. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You cannot tell us the name of the individual from 
whom you got it 

Mr. Bracu. No, sir; not at this time. 

Mr. Bauman. Or whether you received it in cash or any other form, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. Not at this time I can’t. 

Mr. Bauman. On October 31, of course, the usual cash deposit was 
made in one of the accounts, this time at the Perpetual Building As- 
sociation, and I assume that was made by your wife; is that correct? 

Mr. Beacn. It would be. 

Mr. Bauman. So that between you and your wife during the month 
of October 1949, you either deposited im two accounts or loaned 
$1.340 in cash; is that correct / 


, — {BIA 
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yu? Mr. Beacu. That figure sounds correct ; yes. 
Mr. Bauman. On November 17, 1949, $1,300 was deposited in cash 
- in your bank account at the National Bank of Washington, and I 


show you the deposit slip indicating the deposit of $1,300 in cash on 
Novemeber 17, 1949. 


sh? Where did you get that money ¢ 

Mr. Bracu. My answer will be the same. It was a repayment of 
or- a loan. That round figure indicates it or some other transaction. 
ot 2 Senator Weiker. Mr. Witness, I take it you do not know who 


repaid you that loan ¢ 
Mr. Beacu. No, sir: not at this time? 
Senator Weiker. You have no idea? 


Mr. Beacn. Not at this time. 
Senator Weiker. Whether that was one loan repaid or a dozen 
loans repaid ¢ 
Mr. Breacn. That date does not suggest anything to me at this , 
time. 
Senator Weiker. That remains a complete blank in your mind as 
to where you got the $1,900 4 
wat Mr. Beacu. Right now it does, sir. 
Senator Werxker. You are feeling all right, are you, Inspector? 
eat Mr. Beacu. Not too well, but Iam feeling well enough to respond, 
sir. 
Senator Weiker. You feel that your memory is as good as ordin- 
arily ¢ 
Mr. Beacu. It is not as good today as it was yesterday or the day 
before. 
Senator Weiker. I do not think your memory was very good yes- 
terday, Mr. Inspector. 
ol- Mr. Beacu. But as I think my counsel has stated, we do not have— 
hic have not had the oportunity to refresh our memory on these particular 
b. items. 
Senator We._ker. Now, that leads me to this. On January 17, 1952, 
aint you appeared before this committee. 
Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 
the Senator We.ker. And I believe it is reasonable for me to say that 


you met with every courtesy that a witness could be extended; 
that correct / 
an Mr. Beacu. That is very true. 
Senator WeLker. As a matter of fact, the Senator from Idaho, the 
man who is interrogating you now, leaned over backward to be fair 
om with vou in every detail and at one time I even became critical of our 
very fine counsel, Mr. Bauman, in that 1 felt that he was probably 
a little too critical of you at that time. Do you remember that ? 
m. Mr. Bracu. I do, sir. 
Senator Weiker. So undoubtedly that made an impression upon 
your mind that Mr. Bauman and this committee was going into your 





vas affairs very fully; is that correct? 

\c- Mr. Beacn. That is correct, sir. 

ct? Senator Weiker. And on page 11 of that January hearing you made 
this statement: 

ith So far as I am personally concerned—and I tell you right now that I am now 

ed under a terrific mental strain and it is not because of myself at all—I have 


appeared before bodies of this nature before and I have walked out of those 
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inquiries with clean hands and I expect to do it this time. It is for the welfar 
of that woman who has been martyr to me. 

And that is your wife, I take it. 
wife? 

Mr. Beacu. That is my wife, sir. 

Senator Weiker. I want to be fair with you. You impressed me at 
that time. 

And on page 12, Mr. Bauman asked you: 


That is not a quote. That is you 


What cash did you have? 


And you responded : 


I am not an attorney nor an accountant, but, by the same token, I have had 
a lot of training. I have gone through my records and books. I have explored 
every possibility and I have prepared an audit of my account which, if you 


would permit me to do or if the committee would permit me to do, we could savy: 
a lot of time by going through, because it corresponds in practically every det: 
with my questionnaire. It would take just a moment, 


And then I stated: 


It will be very wholesome for you to submit it to the committee. 


And then the record shows I became a little critical of our committee 


counsel. 
And then on page 13, Mr. Bauman asked you: 


It might save the time of the committee if you submitted a full statement 


bearing on this transaction. 
And you responded : 


I can run through this quickly, and then I will submit it in statement form 
It might save time. I know that my bank books and checks and everything wert 
turned over to the committee and I think Mr. Rosenberg audited those. If thers 
are any differences here, I will be glad to go into that. 


And then Mr. Bauman stated: 
You have been cooperative. 


Now as far back as January you stated to Mr. Bauman that yo 


would be glad to go into every transaction, through your bank books, 
and so forth, but at this late date your memory is f: aulty with respect 


to these transactions that you have been inte rrogated about. 

And then you stated on page 17: 

Counsel for the committee has been furnished with all the information cor 
tained herein along with documentary evidence, including bank books, ledgers 
and canceled checks. 


} 


Now the information that you gave to counsel then, although 
was just about 214 weeks after the death of your friend, Mr. Wyckot! 
or Officer Wyckoff, you remained mute with respect to the cash tra 
action that vou have testified about yesterday and today. 


And on that same page you went ahead to tell the committee this, 


and I will be frank with you, you impressed me at that time: 


My wife does not own a fur coat. We have had three vacations in the 
5 years. None of those cost more than $3800. We have used the tinsel on « 
Christmas tree for the last 5 years. We will purchase a 5-pound roast of | 
consume it as a roast for three consecutive days and reduce it to a stew on thir 
fourth day. Sixty percent of the furniture in our apartment now was tl! 
property of my wife at the time of our marriage. 


I bring that out, Mr. Inspector, not to embarrass you in the lest. 
but to show the inconsistency of the testimony of your hardship at 
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that time with the startling testimony of these thousands of dollars 
of cash payments that you ‘have no recollection of whatsoever. And 
keep in mind that was just a few weeks after the death of Mr. Wyckoff. 

And then to conclude this line of inquiry, on page 19 you assured 
this committee in these words: 

Because of the experience I gained back in 1931 I have endeavored to keep 
a complete and comprehensive record of my expenditures and income. 

I want the committee to know that I have the utmost confidence in its mem- 
bership because they have violated no confidence with me, and that includes 
you, sir. 

Directing your answer to the counsel, Mr. Bauman. Now you 
stated then that you had kept a complete and comprehensive record 
of your expenditures and income. Now you tell us of these thousands 
of dollars that you received and you cannot tell us where they came 
from, and as far as I am able to under: stand, you never at one time 
entered that income or the payments back upon a ledger or a book to 
furnish this committee or anybody else: am I correct in that ? 

Mr. Beacn. Might I make a statement ? 

Senator Werker. Yes. 

Mr. Beacn. I do have comprehensive records. As I have stated 
here before, I have one in front of me. I have my canceled ¢ — 
They have my bank statements. And I have icant those for the 
necessary length of time to transact good wholesome business. 

At the time 1 made this statement, at that time whet I called an 
audit was a general accounting of our earnings, income, and interest 
over a period of years, and our expenditures during that time. 

I have also prepared the same thing for this hearing. If you will 

take, for example, the year 1949, and if you will balance the with- 
drawals in my bank accounts, In my wife’s bank accounts, against 

ie deposits, you will find that our withdrawals have exceeded the 
de ‘posits. And that is all I anticipated. 

My net worth has not increased any more in the last 3 years than 
it has increased in the prior years, as the records will indicate. 

As you can see from what the counsel has brought out there now 
we religiously put $100 a month in the building and loan. Since we 
bought property that has been materially reduced and we do not 
have what we hoped to have. 

You will find that we have been too generous insofar as our loans 
are concerned, but fortunately most of them have been repaid. They 
have been numerous and multiple. 

When I came before this committee here I brought with me an 
accounting that I had taken from the available records I had. I 
attempted yesterday to get that in and was permitted—I was per- 
mitted to bring cert: un parts of it in. That accounting shows that 
every dollar of my savings today and my wife’s savings and any 

assets we have are balanced by the receipts. 

Now what more could I bring here? I cannot sit here and run the 
gantlet of being charged with a criminal offense by answering a 
question upon which I am not positive. I have learned that. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Inspector, in January of 1952, you knew 
that this committee was going to go into the income. 

Mr. Beacn. I had no such idea. 

Senator Werker. The cash income of every policeman in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, did you not? 
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Mr. Breacu. No, sir, I thought 

Senator Wetker. Did you not hear the interrogations—you sat i! 
the hearing room, did you not, and heard us go at length into the 
income of many officers ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. If I recall correctly, sir, not to correct you, but if | 
recall correctly, most of those that were interrogated at that time. 
with the exception of one, that they—it was more or less of a brief 
over-all of their accounts. 

Mr. Bauman. I asked Major Barrett for a solid afternoon about his 
cash, 

Mr. Bracn. I say with the exception of one. 

Senator Weriker. You read that in the press and heard it. You 
promised us then, Inspector, that you would give us a comprehensive 
record of all of your business transactions. 

Do you think it has been a comprehensive record when you come her 
and cannot explain thousands of dollars of cash deposits that you 
have made in banking institutions here / 

Mr. Beacn. They are explained, Mr. Senator. 

Senator Wetxer. They are not explained. If you call it an ex 
planation that, well, it may have come from this or that—I cannot 
with you on that, Mr. Inspector. 

Mr. Scuvupert. May I make a statement ? 

Senator WeLker. As soon as he answers. 

Mr. Breacn. I can appreciate your position very thoroughly, but by 
the same token I am not in position to go into—to go into an accurat 
accounting of my estate, insofar as every item is concerned. 

Senator WeLKer. Were you in a position last night when the main 
problem was a thousand-dollar loan that you gave an explanation of, 
that did not turn out so wholesome—you were in a position then t 
account to us this morning where you think you got it. 

Mr. Beacn. For one item. 

Senator Werxer. Now, all of the others you cannot give any ex- 
planation whatsoever for. 

Mr. Beacu. Because I have not had the opportunity—I didn’t—! 
thought 

Senator WELKER. 
what? 

Mr. Beacn. Because of this reason—— 

Senator WeLxer. The opportunity of what? You say, I haven't 
had the opportunity of what? Of examining your books? 

Mr. Beacu. I haven't taken the opportunity for this reason—— 

Senator Weiker. Taken the opportunity of what, examining the 
books that we have? 

Mr. Beacn. No, examining item by item. 

Senator Wretker. Item by item ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. Well, show me one item that we have presented to 
you that we have not been showing you, the official bank record ? 

Mr. Beacn. Not one. 

Senator WELKER. You have not asked for that courtesy. 

Mr. Beacu. I was not confronted with it until yesterday. 

Senator WeLker. Allright. In Mr. Bauman’s interrogation t: 
on the $8,900 item or on any others, do you want to see any of 
documents we have? 


All right, you have not had the opportunity of 
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Mr. Beacn. What I want to do is this, I want to go back and talk 
te everybody that I know that we have ever loaned mone y to and 
which has gone into this record. 

Senator Wetker. All right. Let us have those people that you 
want totalk to. I wantto finish this question. 

Mr. Scuusert. May I 


Senator Wetxer. I want to finish this question. Undoubtedly, 


you have them in mind. You want the opportunity to talk to these 


people. I want the opportunity to find out their names. 

Mr. Breacn. They are in the record. Would you like for me to 
repeat them ? 

Senator WeLker. We have that ? 

Mr. Beacn, Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Now, you say that those are the people that paid 
you back these loans ? 

Mr. Beacn. Up to this morning every person is in the record that 
I can ree all, and as I say while it is probable—I mean, it is possible— 
it is not prob: able—there are any others. 

Senator Wetxker. The explan: itions given by you certainly do not 
account for the $3,900. 

Mr. Beacn. Sir? 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Bauman just interrogated you about that. 

Mr. Breacn. As I said, I can’t—it shows—the record shows that 
when $3,000 was redeposited in the bank, $3,900 was taken out just 
prior to that. 

Mr. Bauman. Not just prior. 

Mr. Beacu. Within a space or span of 3 months, something of that 
kind. 

Senator We.kKer. Go ahead, counsel. 

Mr. Scuvnerr. It was my understanding—— 

Senator Wetker. Excuse me, | promised you that. Go right 
ahead. 

Mr. Scuvusert. It was my understanding that Inspector Beach was 
under the impression that it was his net worth that was being gone 
into, not the individual transactions, and he has been concerned 
with developing records as to his net worth showing whether it is 
unduly accumulated in short periods, Senator. Now, I think an 
examination of net worth from time to time will show that these 
moneys came from where he said they came from. 

Senator WeLKer. | am not so interested in a worth as I am where 
did you get the cash, Mr. Witness. That is the thing that the Senator 
from Idaho is interested in and which he “vat not lide able to find 
cut any satisfactory answer to vet. 

Mr. Bracn. You were not here yesterday, I do not believe, Mr. 
Senator, when I went into that. 

Senator Werxer. I have read your record completely, Mr. In- 
spector. 

Mr. Beacn. The latter one? 

Senator WreLker. Yes, sir; I have read it all. And if you call those 
satisfactory answers to the committee I must, as an individual, dis- 
agree with you. 

Mr. Breacn. At the time that I appeared before this committee in 


January, at that time I believe my checks had been returned to me, 


had they not ? 
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Mr. Bauman. Yes; we held them for 4 days after you presented 
them, and then we returned them to you 4 days after you brought 
them in. 

Mr. Beacn. Mr. Senator, is it logical to assume that within that 
time they’d develop a information that they wanted from my rec 
ords? If they did, I don’t see why the checks should have been 
returned. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector, in April, the committee ought to know this, 
because I have never called it specifically to anybody’s attention except, 
I believe, the chairman was present when the issue was resolved. |] 
called Inspector Beach or had my office call him and ask him to bring 
his checks back for further scrutiny, which he refused to do. He came 
down to the office and refused to turn the checks over to me. 

I called Major Murray in his presence. Major Murray was not 
there. Lasked Major Murray later to direct Inspector Beach to appear 
before this « ommittee which was then holding executive sessions that 
afternoon at 2 p.m. with his checks. 

Inspector Beach, apparently having been directed by Major Murray 
to appear at the committee, appeared at the committee’s office at 2 
p. m. on that day, asked the receptionist, Mrs. Staunton, and told her 
that he was there and to remember that he was there at 2 o’clock, and 
walked out. 

Major Murray then ordered Inspector Beach to produce those checks 
before the committee as it was holding the hearing, and he came over 
and after a long argument which I believe the chairman will recollect 
was directed by the Chair to turn the checks over. 

Mr. Scuvsert. I think this should be under oath. 

Mr. Bauman. Just one moment. 

Mr. Scuvuperr. You are testifying. If you are going to testify, | 
think vou should take the stand. 

Senator Wetker. I believe he is entitled to make a statement to the 
Senator here. After all, we are the ones who fix his pay and hire him. 
1 believe we are entitled to that, counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. The argument which took place before the chairman 
is in that April executive session which I believe the chairman has 
authorized released, in which Inspector Beach resisted strongly the 
attempt of the committee to obtain his checks. The point in relating 
this incident to the committee is merely to indicate that certainly, if 
he never knew it before, certainly, well over a month ago he knew then 
that I meant to go into his financial transactions, or should have 
known it. 

Senator Weiker. Do you have an explanation of that ? 

Mr. Beacn. Ido. When, as I said a moment ago, I appeared be 
fore that committee—before -your committee, sir. and testified at that 
time to the facts that I had at hand and my checks had then bee 
returned to me and my bank statements, between that time and April, 
there had been no effort on the part of the committee counsel or the 
staff to recover my checks. At that time they had ample opportunit) 
within the interim to question me on any issues they wanted to. | 
felt a personal effrontery, not at the committee—I have nothing 
against this committee—the members of this committee represelit 
million of people in this country—the counsel represents the com 
mittee—but I felt a personal effrontery at the fact that I was being 
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dragged back in there, when to my knowledge I was being made a 
typle: al case of, not by the committee, but by the counsel. 

Senator WELKER. Did you call any Senator and tell him that ? 

Mr. Bracnu. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Notwithstanding the fact that I leaned over back- 
ward to be courteous to you at the first hearing in this matter? 

Mr. Beacn. I haven’t never talked to you, sir. 

Senator Wetker. You did not call the chairman of the committee 
or anyone else to tell them of any maltreatment that you now say / 

Mr. Bracn. I lived here in the presence of it. 

Senator WeLker. Now, asa matter of fact, Inspector Beach, in order 
to get you before this committee in April of 1952 Major Murray, the 
Superintendent of the Metropolitan Police, told you that if you did 
not go before the committee he was going to suspend you and see that 
you were fired ; is that not the truth / 

Mr. Breacn. He told me that if I did not appear before the com- 
mittee I would be suspended, but, of course, he has no power to fire me. 

Senator Werker. I know it, unfortunately. He threatened you 
with a suspension ¢ 

Mr. Beacn. That is right. 

Senator We.keEr. And that is the only reason why you came before 
this committee. 

Mr. Breacn. If I had known, and I say this truthfully—if I had 
known that my appearance was to be before an executive session of 
this committee, there would have been no objection on my part as 
will be evidenced by the fact that when Inspector Covell told me that 
I was to appear at room P—38 of the Senate Office Building, I asked 
Inspector Covell, “Who is in that room?” And if I had been in- 
formed that this, any member of this committee was in this room at 
that time I would have been happy to appear without further word. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach I believe is mistaken in that connec- 
tion because Mr. Solomon was in my office at the time Inspector Beach 
was present that morning and I told Mr. Beach that saan was going 
to be an executive session. That was the only kind of session this 
committee was holding. There had been no publicity about any 
public hearings. I believe Mr. Beach reads the newspapers of the 
District of Columbia, and I believe that if this committee had planned 
any public hearings at this time they would, certainly, have been 
sufficiently publicized for him to have known about it. 

Quite aside from that, Mr. Solomon was in my office at the time 
1 spoke to him and heard me say to him that this was to be an execu- 
tive session, so that I believe he is mistaken in the explanation he 
now offers. 

Mr. Beacu. I believe that you are mistaken. LI recall nosuch. 

Mr. Bauman. I do not propose to dispute it. 

Mr. Breacn. I recall no such conversation. 

Senator Weriker. Had it not been for Major Murray, the fact re- 

mains, his threat to you, that you would be suspended, you would not 
ave been there in April, would you? 

Mr. Beacn. If I had known. 

Senator WeLker. Answer that question. 

Mr. Beacn. I would have come. 

Senator Weiker. Then why did you not come without the Major 

hreatening you with suspension ‘ 
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Mr. Beacnu. That was the last act. 

Senator Werker. That was the last act? 

Mr. Bracn. That was the last act. 

Senator Werker. As the result of that you did appear? 

Mr. Beacn. That is right. 

Senator WeLKer. That is all. 

Mr. Bauman. On November 23, 1949, $100 was deposited in thai 
account at the Union Trust Co., I presume, by your wife, and on 
November 29, 6 days later, $50 was deposited in one of those accounts 
at the Perpetual. Also, I assume, by your wife. So that during the 
month of November $1,450 was deposited in cash in the National 
Bank of Washington, the Union Trust Co., and Perpetual; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Beacu. Let’s have those figures again. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. On November 17, $1,300 in the National 

ank of Washington in cash. 

Mr. Scuusert. Is that the slip? 

Mr. Bauman. Ihave shown him the slip. Show it to him again. 

Mr. Scuusert. I believe there was an answer to that. 

Mr. Beacn. There was an answer to that. 

Mr. Bauman. He is asking to figure it up, $1,300 in cash there, $100 
at the Union Trust Co.. Show him that. 

Mr. Beacn. You showed it to me, did you not ? 

Mr. Bauman. That is $1,400. And on November 29, 1949, $50 in 
the Perpetual, which would have made a total of $1,450 in cash in that 
month; is that right? 

Mr. Beacn. That is the total. 


Mr. Bauman. Now on December 9, 1949, you deposited $75 in 
your account at the Union Trust Co., at least there was deposited in 
that account $75, I assume by your wife, and 20 days later, on Decem- 


ber 29, 1949, $50 was deposited in one of those accounts at the Per- 
petual, again, I assume, by your wife, and $175 in cash on the same 
day, 2 days after Chirstmas, was deposited at the Union Trust Co., 
also, I assume, by your wife. 

Are you aware, Inspector, of the fact that during the year 1949 |] 
have questioned you about cash deposits and money loaned by you 
in the sum of $8,894.39? 

Mr. Beacu. I don’t know. Those are your figures. 
accept them on the basis of what they represent. 

Mr. Bauman. Is there any explanation you want to make at this 
time as to any part of those cash deposits ? 

Senator Werxer. Pardon the interruption. Do you want to show 
him your evidence that sustains that ? 

Mr. Bauman. I will be happy to run a tape for the y 
total it up. 

Senator Wetxer. You have the checks and the deposit slips, the 
official documents there in your hand? 

Mr. Bauman. They have been exhibited to him. 

Senator Wrixer. They have been exhibited to the witness? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Senator Wetxrr. Do you want to cross-examine anything about 
thos se documents, Mr. Witness ? 

. Beacn. You are speaking of the year 1949? 

Mr Bauman. Yes, sir. 


I will have to 


ar 1949 and 
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Mr. Bracu. What was the cash? 

Mr. Scuusert. Those are the totals of what you have presented 
here ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct. 

Mr. Scuusert. I see no reason to question those. 

Mr. Bracu. Because that year we had receipts of $16,031 

Mr. Scuuserr. Just answer the question. 

Mr. Beacu. All right. 

The Cuatrman,. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. I would appreciate at this time about a 2-minute con- 
ference with the committee and myself. I want some guidance on a 
problem. I wonder if the committee would do that. 

Mr. Scuvsert. I would like to be excused for a couple of minutes, 
too. 

The Cuamman. The committee will take a 5-minute recess. 

(Short recess. ) 

Mr. Scuvsert. I would like to make a short statement at the 
conclusion of today. 

The CuHairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach, during the last day and a half you 
have been asked to make an explanation for approximately $20,000 
of cash deposits in the period of 33 months which this committee’s 
staff feels has not been explained in any way. Do you have any 
explanation for all or any part or that money which you now want to 
offer ? 

Mr. Bracu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. I am now talking about cash, Inspector. 

Mr. Beacu. I can’t deal specifically with cash. 

Mr. Bauman. That is all Iam t: king about. 

Mr. Beacn. You can’t get a responsive answer then. And, of course, 
you are creating an inference here that is damaging to me, and I 
have no recourse but to give you my records. 

Mr. Bauman. You have read that into the record now, I would 
say at least twice to my recollection. 

Mr. Beacu. The press was not here. I don’t believe then—— 

Mr. Bauman. But the transcript is being made available. 

Senator Wetker. They have copies of your testimony. 

Mr. Beacu. You are creating a very damaging inference that I 
would like to combat, but, unfortunately, I am not in position to do 
it except from the records I have avail: ible. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it, then, that you find it impossible to testify 
on a strictly cash basis on the questions pertaining to cash as I have 
asked them; is that right? 

Mr. Bracu. I am just like any other businessman—— 

Mr. Bauman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Beacu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuusert. Answer the questions. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

Mr. Scnusert. I want to commend the committee for the fine ju- 
dicial tenor of the hearing this morning. I want particularly to com- 
mend the distinguished Senator from Idaho for his fine appearance 
here. 
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Senator Wetker. I wish to thank you, Counsel. I do not want t. 
have any special praise. 1 want to say that the chairman has at «|| 
times conducted himself as the great lawyer that he is. 

I want to say that I regret—and I want to have stricken from thi 
record—the fact that I cut you off a little sharp a moment ago wher 
I said I had had enough of you. I did not mean that. You got a 
little barb under my ear, and I answered in a way that I am sorry 
I did, sir. 

Mr. Scuusert. That is quite all right. 

Senator Werker. This committee at all times, I am sure that | 
speak for the chairman, wants to afford every witness the opportunit) 
to present his case and to answer the questions in any way he wishes 
to do. 

Mr. Beacu. May I make an observation, sir? 

The CHamman. Certainly. 

Mr. Bracu. Counsel has by inference created something, as I said 
a moment ago, that is materially damaging to my reputation, to my 
family, and to my position. I am a police oflicer of 27 years’ experi- 
ence, a veteran. I have never had a black mark against my record 
throughout those years. Because of my inability to come in here an« 
match such accountings as I could make against the accountings that 
the staff has made with a staff of approximately 10 investigators, | 
think—it is impossible, as I think any person can see I am placed in 
a very, very precarious position. 

I see the counsel over there smiling at me, assumedly thinking |x 
has got me over the bag. I don’t like it, but by the same token I say 
that I can at the proper time and if given an opportunity of about » 
weeks or better to study these things, go over them with my wife, 
talk to everybody I have done business with. I think practically ever) 
bit of that could be clarified. 

The further thought in my mind is this, that we have had multiple 
business transactions, multiple. Asa result of those multiple business 
transactions, we have made money. And we have made money above 
our salary and every cent of it has been declared on income tax returns 
and taxes paid on it. 

I, too, want to join with my counsel in expressing my appreciatio 
to the membership of this committee. Although there have been times 
when my feelings were definitely injured, I realize that my position 
in society entitles me to those things. It must be necessarily explained. 
And I, too, want to thank the committee for their treatment of 1 
through this session. 

Senator Werker. Once again I want to make a statement. I am 
not going to allow you to go unchallenged in the statement made b\ 
you, Mr. Inspector, that when you started your statement that eithe 
Counsel Bauman or his assistant, Mr. Solomon, were smiling at you. 
I happened to have been looking directly at them at the time you 
made that statement. 

Mr. Beacu. That was not made to Mr. Bauman. 

Senator Weiker. To Mr. Solomon. I was looking right at him, 
and I think you were in error on that. 

Mr. Breacu. If I am, I apologize. 

Senator Werker. No one wants to take advantage of you. Coun 
se] rf anyone else does not want to take advantage of you in. 
detail. 
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I want to say this to you in conclusion, Mr. Inspector, that my whole 
activity in this matter has been to try to preserve the integrity of a 
police department that should be ¢ lean. 

Along with the other members of this committee we respect officers 
who have dedicated a great portion of their life to law enforcement. 
By a like token a man who served 27 years in public life and sent 

10 less than hundreds of people to the penitentiary, should be able 
to come before a semi- or a judicial tribunal with facts and cold facts 
to tell the truth. 

Your reluctance or your inability to explain the thousands of dollars 
of cash deposits that you have made leaves in the minds of this com- 
mittee member certainly a question as to your veracity. I am sorry 
to have to say that about any human being, but above all a man who 
achieves the rank of an inspector certainly should be fortified with 
facts of his personal income better than you have. 

You have come here and made some very, very weak explanations 
of thousands of dollars. And then when confronted with the cold 
facts that you have testified falsely yesterday, that you come in with 
the testimony today of a dead man. I am not impressed with that, but 
I understand, Mr. Witness, that this is not a judicial tribunal. I am 
sorry that it is not, sir. We have done the best we could with the 
staff that we have, who have worked much harder than any member 
of this committee. 

I want to say this to you, that nothing this staff has done or nothing 
that the committee has done has caused you to be in the embarrassment 
that you now are, Mr. Inspector. 


Mr. Bracnu. I appreciate those sentiments and I am perfectly will- 
ing to accept what has been said. 

The Cuamman. The committee is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the subcommittee recessed. ) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TUESDAY, JUNE 10, 1952 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE Disrricr or CoLUMBIA 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFoRCEMEN’., 
Washington, hme oe 

The subcommittee convened at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 13, 1951, and S. Res. 267, agreed to January 30, 
1952, 82d Cong.), in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator Matthew 
M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, Welker, and Butler. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; and Chester R. Cavaliere, chief 
accountant. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

‘Mr. Bauman, proceed. 
Mr. Bauman. The first witness today is Robert J. Barrett. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. BARRETT, SUPERINTENDENT, METRO- 
POLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT; ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES E. 
FORD, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, you have been previously sworn and 
you understand that you continue under oath; is that correct ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if we could have all of the pictures taken 
first and no pictures taken during the examination. 

The CuarrMan. It is so ordered. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you gentlemen through? It is the order of the 
committee that no pictures be made during the testimony of the 
witness. 

[ should like the record to indicate at this time that Maj. Robert J. 
Barrett is represented by his attorney, Charles E. Ford, of Washington, 
D.C, 

Mr. Forp. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, when did you first become chief of 
detectives of the Metropolitan Police Department ’ 

Mr. Barrett. 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. Before that you had been Assistant Chief of Detec- 
tives; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you become Assistant Chief of Detectives in 
1941? 

Mr. Barrerr. 1941, I beg your pardon. 
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Mr. Bauman. As assistant chief of detectives, was the narcotic 
squad of the Metropolitan Police Department under your direct su- 
pervision and control 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Under whose supervision and control was it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Chief of detectives. 

Mr. Bauman. And—— 

Mr. Barrerr. And myself, both, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you then being subordinate to the then chief 
of detectives—— 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The narcotics squad was directly under your super- 
vision and control; is that correct? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And this continued from the time that you became 
assistant chief of detectives in 1941 until you retired as major and 
superintendent in November of 1951; is that correct ? 

ug? Barrerr. oe there was others that had direct supervision 
over it, the same as I did when I was assistant chief of detectives 
and w ion I was chief of detectives. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes; but the question I am asking you is that during 
this 10-year period you were in the direct chain of command of the 
narcotics squad and as such in every one of the jobs you had, and 
during and after the time you became assistant chief of detectives 
were directly responsible for the functioning of the narcotics squad; 
is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Just like I explained to you. When I was superin- 
tendent, I was in charge, but there was others that were directly in 
charge and in constant contact with the narcotic squad daily. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir; but as you said at the January hearings, 
the entire operation of the Police Department during your tenure as 
Major and Superintendent was your responsibility 4 

Mr. Barrerr. That is very correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And similarly, although there may have been a dif- 
ferent Assistant Chief of Detectives, while you were Chief of Detec- 
tives, in your capacity as Chief of Detectives you were responsible, 
were you not, for the efficient operation of the narcotics squad ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. From 1941 until the time of your retirement in 1951 
was A. H. Carper, the senior member of that squad ? 

Mr. Barrerr. From 1941—no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When did he become the senior member of that 
squad ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Inspector Bryant was until he was promoted to lieu- 
tenant and later Assistant Chief of Detectives and Chief of Detec- 
tives. He was in charge of the narcotics squad, and Carper worked 
with him. 

Mr. Bauman. He did not do the day-to-day work of the narcotics 
squad, did he—that was done from 1941 on by Lieutenant Carper; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. At different times while I was Chief of Detectives 
I had Bryant go to the narcotics squad and take direct supervision. 

Mr. Bauman. When did Inspector Bryant for the first time assume 
direct supervision of the narcotics squad ? 
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Mr. Barrerr. I'd have to get the records from the Department. 

Mr. Bauman. To the best of your recollection, Major. 

Mr. Barrerr. When he resumed direct supervision ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. Before I was made Chief of Detectives. 

Mr. Bauman. And what other duties did he have incidental to that 
supervision of the narcotics squad ¢ 

Mr. Bar reTT. At that time, none. 

Mr. Bauman. What supervision and control did you exercise over 
the narcotics squad in your capacity as Assistant Chief of Detectives 
and later Chief of Detectives and later Major and Superintendent ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, as Superintendent—— 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I wonder if we might—if I might impose upon 
you to start with the time you were Assistant Chief of Detectives. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that is going way back. I can talk very freely 
about Superintendent. 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if you would tell us—we will come to that— 
would you please tell us, so that we may proceed chronologically, 
what the nature of your supervision of the narcotics squad was when 
you were Assistant Chief of Detectives? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I got permission from the Superintendent when 
I was Assistant Chief of Detectives and Chief of Detectives for them 
to be able to go to the school and to pick any new member of the 
Department that came in. Some of them were picked before they were 
ever sworn in and wasn’t even sworn in at headquarters. And they 
had the opportunity of using any man that they possibly could that 
would help them. 

Mr. Bauman. I do not believe I made my question clear to you. 
What I am asking is what was the nature of your supervisory attention 
over the narcotics squad—how did you exercise your authority with 

respect to the narcotics squad while you were Assistant Chief of Detec- 
tives—what steps did you take in that capacity to insure that the work 
of the narcotics squad would be properly, efficiently, and honestly 
done ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Inspector Bryant at that time, the best part of the 
time when I was Assistant Chief of Detectives, was in charge, and my 
information was that the narcotics squad was in a class with any in 
the country. 

Mr. Bauman. What personal changes did you make as Assistant 
Chief of Detectives to determine whether the narcotics ros was 
efliciently, ably, and honestly run ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I did many things at that time, made many, many 
changes in the Detective Bureau, and they are on record down there, 
I mean, just asking me here without checking, why, that is pretty 
hard to answer, but there were many things done. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you answer, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. They didn’t have an automobile. They didn’t havea 
secretary. They didn’t have an office. They were in with another 
squad. TI got them a new office, and many things, but, as I say, it is 
quite difficult to answer here without 

Mr. Bauman. During the entire time that you were Assistant Chief 
of Detectives, sir, how many members did the narcotics squad have? 

Mr. Barrett. When I first took over there was only two. 

94278—52—pt. 232 
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Mr. Bauman. And during the period of your administration 
Assistant Chief of Detectives, how many were there ? 

Mr. Barrerr. At time they had 8 to 10. 

Mr. Bauman. You are talking about under-cover men; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about 

Mr. Barrett. Who? 

Mr. Bauman. I am talking about fhe narcotics squad. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is hard to answer. Men under narcotics squads, 
Inspector Bryant, Taylor, Carper, they would pick a man or they 
would find a man in a precinct, and they would come to you and ask 
you to try to have that man detailed to them. So there is many, 
many—I think that this committee has been furnished with a record 
of those men that have ever worked on the narcotics squad. That is 
my information from Commissioner Young. 

Mr. Bauman. Our records indicate that at the time about which I 
am now talking the only two men, with the possible exception of In- 
spector Bryant, who were permanently attached to the narcotics squad, 
were Lieutenant Carper and Sergeant Taylor, and that any other men 
assigned in an under-cover capacity were assigned for temporary 
periods; is that correct? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct, but, there are many other things that 
were done, and as I say, I do not have that available here. There were 
many other men used and were used for a period of time, and they 
were given unlimited money and everything else. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you feel in your capacity as Assistant Chief of 
Detectives that a permanent squad of two men was sufficient to cope 
with the narcotics problem in a city of about three-quarters of a 
million? 

Mr. Barretr. That was my information and advice from the Fed- 
eral Narcotics Bureau. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Anslinger has told various members of this staff 
that he felt a staff of 20 was adequate and necessary to have in the 
narcotics squad—did you talk 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Anslinger has never talked to me about 20 men. 
I had many, many conversations with Mr. Martin. I had them—I had 
at least four just before I left the Superintendent in the last several 
months before the two largest raids that were ever pulled off that I 
supervised and assigned men to. And most of those defendants have 
been over here as witnesses. And it started and gave them a free hand, 
let them work this undercover man that connected them all up in 
Baltimore. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Barrett, who in the Federal Bureau of Narcotics 
ever indicated to you that two men permanently attached to a narcotics 
squad were sufficient to police the narcotics problem in this District? 

Mr. Barrerr. My best answer to you for that is Mr. Martin, and 
he was asked in Baltimore about the setting up of a narcotics squad 
and he recommended one similar to the one in Washington—brought 
men over here, showed them our set-up, and that was my last con- 
versation with him. 

Mr. Bauman. That was not Commissioner Anslinger who told you 
this about two men—it was Mr. Martin, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 
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Mr. Bauman. Boyd Martin, is that the individual you are talking 
about, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. ‘The narcotic, the Federal Bureau of Nar- 
cotics and our men worked hand in hand. You would see as many Fed- 
eral men down in the narcotics squad as you would see our men. They 
were there daily. 

Mr. Bauman. When did this conversation with Boyd Martin take 
place ¢ : 

Mr. Barrerr. I had four in the last several months that I was 
Superintendent in my office and Chief Murray was present on most 
of them. 

Mr. Bauman. When, for the first time, did you discuss the prob- 
lem of how many men should be permanently attached to the nar- 
cotics squad with Boyd Martin ¢ 

Mr. Barrerrt. I say the last four times. I imagine the first of the 


four times was about 18 months er 2 years before I had another con- 
versation. 


Mr. Bauman. Before when, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Before I retired. 

Mr. Bauman. That would sometime in 1949; is that correct? 

Mr. Barrer. °48 or °49, 

Mr. Bauman. All right. That was the first time you ever spoke to 
Boyd Martin about this? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, no. 

Mr. Bauman. When was the first time ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was one of the past four times, I mean. 

Mr. Bauman. When was the very first time you ever discussed the 
problem of manpower on the n: ircotics squad permanent tly attached 
with Boyd Martin in the Federal Bureau of Narcotics? 

Mr. Barrerr. Sometime when I was Chief of Detectives. I don’t 
know the particular date. 

Mr. Bauman. Give us the best of your recollection, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall just what date it was, but—— 

The CuHatrrman. When and where did Mr. Martin ever tell you or 
indicate to you 

Mr. Barrert. I talked. 

The CuatrMan (continuing). That he thought that two men con- 
stituted a sufficient force to deal with the narcotic situation in the city 
of Washington ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was when I was Chief of Detectives, but the 
last four times 

The Cuamrman. Where did the conversations take place? 

Mr. Barrerr. In the police headquarters; possibly in the hall. 

The CHatrrMan. Can you tell us positively where the conversation 
occurred ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No; I never kept still when I was Chief of Detectives, 
I was from one squad to another. I used to meet him in the garage, 
meet out on the street, meet many, many places, in the building. 

The CHarrMan. We are now asking about one time, Major—the 
time that Martin first told you that two men were sufficient to handle 
the narcotic matters of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Barretr. I would say 1947, 1948. 

The Cuairman. Tell us what Mr. Martin said at that time. 
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Mr. Barrerr. I had a conversation with him about the narcotics 
situation in Washington and asked him could he recommend anything, 
any improvements. “Thad also that conversation with him last 

The Cuarrman. Pardon me. At that time did he tell you, in words 
or effect, that he thought two men were sufficient to handle the nar- 
cotics affairs of the District? 

Mr. Barrett. That is the best of my recollection; yes, sir. 

The Caiman. Do you say, on your oath, that he did say that in 
words or effect ? ; 

Mr. Barrerr. That is the best of my recollection. 
versations with him, many. 

The CuatrMan. You have said that Mr. Murray was present when 
a number of these conversations were had between you and Martin. 
Was Mr. Murray present on this occasion 

Mr. Barrer. I don’t know whether he was or not. 
in 1947, which is 5 years ago. . 

The Cuamman. Did Mr. Martin on any subsequent occasion tell 
you that he still thought two men were sufficient to “man” the Dis- 
trict of Columbia narcotics squad ? 

Mr. Barrett. I didn’t have two men. I had more than two men all 
of the time. I gave them the pick of any man—any man in the de- 
partment—and they had men assigned to them. Some of them didn’t 
work out; they were sent back. And headquarters has a record of those 
men. I issued an order in headquarters that any precinct commander 
wouldn’t even have to come to me. He could go to his district in- 
spector and borrow a man from No. 1 precinct to No. 12 precinct 
for unlimited time without even getting my permission. I ‘would not 


I had other con- 


That was back 


even know that that man was assigned unless I saw him in _ 


clothes and knew he was a uniformed officer. There is a book in head 
quarters that they have in the executive office that has the names of 
all of those officers, the time that they were detailed to any precinct 
other than their own, and so forth. So I couldn’t—do you have the 
order I issued, Mr. Bauman, about that? 

Mr. Bauman. I do not believe I do, major. 

Mr. Barretr. There is a book—there is a book down there that In- 
spector Cov el has that will show you the number of men not only for 
narcotics, but any vice, and there is quite a number. 

Mr. Bauman. As I say, the records which have been furnished to us 
indicate that you have two men per manently assigned and all of the 
others that were assigned were assigned in an undercover capacity 
for very short per iods of time to do particular jobs. 

Mr. Barrerr. You may think detailed in this undercover capac- 
ity—that is not true—I know many times there was as many as five 
and six assigned to the narcotics squad, but in an undercover capacity. 

Mr: Bauman. As a matter of fact, at the time of the Davis com- 
mittee hearings in 1950-51, Inspector Bryant who was in charge of 
it at that time testified before the Davis committee there were three 
men permanently assigned ; is that not correct? 

Mr. Barrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. So there was as late in 1950 or toward 1951 no more 
than three men permanently assigned to the narcotics squad; is that 
correct, sir? 
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Mr. Barrerr. But there had been others, and were taken off for one 
9 


reason or another, and every man in the department don’t fit for 
narcotics. 


Mr. Bauman. The question is 

The Cratrman. Major, am I correct in believing that you stated, 
in response to a question asked you by Mr. Bauman, that somebody 
in the Federal Bureau of Narcotics who is now identified as Mr. 
Martin 

Mr. Barrett. I can’t hear you. 

The Cuamman. Please read the question. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). Once told you, in words or effect, 
that he considered two men sufficient to perform the police service 
for the narcotics squad in the District of Columbia ¢ 

Mr. Barretr. I said that was back in 1947 or 1948. 

The CHamrman. Am I correct in believing that you said what I 
have indicated ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. If you had all these other men that you said were 
called in from time to time, why did you ask Martin if he considered 
two men sufficient ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was in 1947. I was not the Major and Super- 
intendent at that time. I was made Major and Superintendent at 
that time. It could have been before 1947, and 

1 had conversations with Mr. Martin in July, I think it was last 
year, and I asked him the same thing. I said, “What is the answer? 
We are starting a narcotics school. I would like to get every police- 
man on the department familiar with narcotics, the different lingo, 
the different methods that they use.” And had him up there and 
asked him to give us advice on how to do it. And he did. Mr. 
Anslinger, Mr. Martin, others that they recommended, were brought 
to that school, and all of the officials in the Department were brought 
down there to classes, I believe, for 9 weeks. and we had the best talent 
that we could get to come there to lecture to them, but they had the 
pick 

The CHatrMan. Major, will you not confine yourself to the one 
question that I am trying to discuss—that is, your reason for believ- 
ing that two men constituted a sufficient narcotics squad in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No—— 

The Cuarrman. You have said that Mr. Martin of the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics told you that, in his opinion, two men were 
sufficient 

Mr. Barrett. I said 

The Cuamman. We want to find out when and where you had 
these alleged conversations with Martin so that we may ascertain 
whether he will corroborate your statement. I do not believe that he 
will. 

Mr. Barrett. Well. that is what you are thinking. 

The Cuarman. Will you just tell us when and where he said that? 

Mr. Barretr. That is what you are thinking. That was my 
conversation. I have testified to that, that it happened in 1946 or 
1947. I had a conversation with him in my office that I just testified 
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to several months before I retired. The same question was asked him. 
I had more men on the narcotics squad at that time, would have put 
more, but it is not the man that is assigned to the narcotics squad 
that does the job, it is the undercover man that does the job. 

The CHamman. Major, if you had all these other men, why were 
you and Martin discussing just two men? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was in 1946 and 1947 when I was chief of detec- 
tives. As long as I was a detective there was never more than two men 
on the narcotics squad. And for a long while there was one. They 
did not even have an office. 

The CHatrMAn. You have now mentioned a conversation between 
you and Martin a few months before you retired. I suppose that 
would be some time in 1951? 

Mr. Barrerr. I had several with him. I testified four. I had four 
conversations with him. Inspector Chief Murray was present on most 
of them. He brought him to me. 

The Caarrman. Will you now tell us the last time and place in 
which Mr. Martin of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics said to you, in 
words or in effect, that he considered two men on the narcotics squad 
suflicient for the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barretr. Mr. Senator, I have tried to make it plain to you. 

The Caairman. You have not succeeded. 

Mr. Barrett. The conversations happened in 1946 and 1947. Ihave 
had four other conversations since then. 

The CHatrmMan. Will you answer the question. 

Mr. Barrerr. I have answered it. 

The Cuarmman. I am asking you to answer the question that I am 
now propounding. 

When and where did Mr. Martin of the Federal Bureau of Nar- 
cotics last say to you, in words or effect, that he considered a two-man 
squad suffic ient to perform all necessary services regarding narcotics 
in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barretr. That was in 1946, I would say. 

The CHamMan. You have twice said that it was in 1947. Do you 
now want to substitute 1946 ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was in 1946 or 1947—1946 or 1947, because there 
were more than two men on there after that. 

The Caairman. Where was that statement made to you by Mr. 
Martin ? 

Mr. Barrerr. On the third floor in police headquarters. 

The Cuairman. There is no doubt in your mind that he did actu: ally 
say. in words or effect, what you have just testified he said ? 

Mr. Barrett, That is correct. 

The CHatrman. Was anyone other than you and Mr. Martin pres- 
ent when that conversation occurred ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Could have been, but I don’t recall. More than likely 
it was. I don’t just recall who they were. My last conversation with 
him—— 

The Carman. Then, is it true, Major, that you had no approval, 
express or implied, from the Federal Bureau of Narcotics after 1946 
when this conversation occurred of the proposition that two men con- 
stituted a sufficient narcotics squad in this city of nearly a million 
people? 
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Mr. Barrerr. That was the conversation that I testified that I had 
with him, but 

The Carman, Did you have the approval of the Bureau of Fed- 
eral Narcotics after 1946 of the proposition that two men constituted 
a sufficient antoniaes squad in this city of nearly a million people ? 

Mr. Barrer. I didn’t rely on that. I had more than two men. 

The Cuarrman,. Will you answer my question ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I do not know how to answer it. 

The Cuairman. Will you please read the question to the witness. 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t know how to answer it any differently. I am 
trying to answer. 

The CHarrman. Major, it ought not to be difficult to say yes or no. 

Mr. Barrett. I can’t answer those kind of questions, yes or no. 
I want to explain ‘hens truthfully. 

The Cuairman. No, Major, you apparently want to evade the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t want to evade anything. 

The Cuamman. Will you read the question, please ? 

(The question was read.) 

The CuHairMan. Can you not answer that question yes or no? 

Mr. Barrert. I can’t answer it that way. 

The CHairnMan. You refuse to answer yes or no? 

Mr. Barrerr. I have answered it as correctly as I possibly can to 
you. 

The CuHatrmMan. Mr. Bauman proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, between 1941 when this conversation about 
which you have testified in 1946 or 1947, did you, as assistant chief of 
detectives, and later as chief of detectives feel that a narcotics squad 
of two permanent personnel was adequate to police the narcotics prob- 
lem in this city ? 

Mr. Barrett. Personally, I never did think it was. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do about it ? 

Mr. Barrer. Let them use any men that they felt were fitted for it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you increase—— 

Mr. Barrerr. Did I what? 

Mr. Bauman. Did you increase the size of the narcotics squad, the 
permanent party, from two men at any time between 1941 when you 
became assistant chief of detectives and 1946, in that conversation you 
have just testified to? 

Mr. Barrett. As I recall, many times there was other men assigned 
to it. 

Mr. Bauman. On a permanent basis? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Senator Burier. Were they under your jurisdiction ? 

Mr. Barrett. In 1941? 

Senator Butter. When you became chief of detectives, was the nar- 
coties squad under your jurisdiction 

Mr. Barrer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Burier. Did you just let them use their own judgment on 
what was necessary or did you not supervise them ? 

Mr. Barrett. I got permission, Mr. Senator, from the Major and 
Superintendent and executive officer to let the men from the narcotics 
squad, which was Carper and others assigned, to go and interview new 
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policemen that were assigned or any policemen that they found in a 
precinct that had any information about narcotics, could be assigned 
down there, and that was allowed, and there isa record. I have a rec- 
ord, I know, since 1947, because there is a book in the executive offic: 
that shows it, but I don’t believe they kept a record of those men 
detailed before that. 

Senator BuTier. It seems to me that is a pretty haphazard way to 
run that important branch of the Department. Certainly, you must 
have had some direct supervision over this and known the number of 
men at all times operating. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; but there were many, many men, Mr. Senator, 
that were assigned there as an undercover agent, as an undercover 

capacity, that never showed, and that is the greatest part of that work. 
The man that is assigned to it is known, and he cannot go anywhere 
near a dope joint, and they have to work from other places, even from 
headquar ters. 

Senator Butter. Yes; but you had some plan operation other than 
if a man knows something about narcotics, he can just go up and sign 
a book and go out and do the work—cert ainly you had some plan for 
the enforcement of these laws, did you not ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is correct. 

Senator Burirr. You knew how many men were operating and 
where they were, did you not ? 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Burter. Was it more than two? 

Mr. Barrett. Sir? 

Senator Burier. Were there more than two? 

Mr. Barrett. Many times; yes, sir. 

Senator Butier. Back in 1946 and 1947? 

Mr. Barrett. Inspector Bryant—yes, sir. 

Senator Burter. W then, you did not take Martin’s advice ? 

Mr. Barrett. No; I didn’t. I let them use anybody that they 
wanted to. Many a time I let them use any man ‘that got any in- 
formation at all on narcotics, they could detail him in plain clothes, as 

long as it was necessary or as long as he was useful. 

Senator Burter. All that a man had to do was to say, “I know some- 
thing about narcotics,” and off he walked on that special duty ? 

Mr. Barrett. They would have to sell themselves their bill of goods 
to the head of the Narcotics Squad what information they had, and 
mostly to the Federal men, because they were there and worked daily 
on every case. 

Senator Werxer. Major Barrett, when did you first become the 
supervisor of one Carper? 

fr. Barretrr. When I was made Assistant Chief of Detectives I 
had a responsibility there. 

Senator Werxer. And was he directly in charge of the narcotic 
enforcement in the District of Columbia at that time? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not at that time; no, sir. Inspector Bryant who was 
Assistant Superintendent now was. 

Senator Weixer. When did Mr. Carper become the chief enforce- 
ment officer of narcotics? 

Mr. Barrett. The day that Inspector Bryant was made a lieutenant. 

Senator Wetker. Can you tell me about when that was? 
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Mr. Barretr. It was sometime between 1943 and 1947. I would 
not know the date—about 1945, I'd say. 

Senator Weiker. Well, from approximately 1945 on you were the 
immediate supervisor of Mr. Carper who was supposed to enforce the 
narcotics violations in the District of Columbia ? 

‘Mr. Barrerr. I was Assistant Chief for a while, and then—— 

Senator Weiker. And his supervisor, were you not? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; I was responsible. 

Senator Werxer. Did it ever come to your attention that Mr. Carper 
was not enforcing the narcotics law ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. From 1945 on it never came to your attention ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

(Consultation between counsel and witness. ) 

Senator WreLker. Am I correct? 

Mr. Barrerr. Can you repeat that, please? I beg your pardon. 

Senator WeLker. It never came to your attention from 1945 on 
that Mr. Carper was derelict in his duties in enforcing the narcotics 
law / 

Mr. Barretr. From 1945 until I retired 

Senator WeLker. Well now, you answer it, Major, anyway you 
want to. - 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir; it did come to my attention. 

Senator Wetker. When did it first come to your attention? 

Mr. Barrett. It came to my attention, in fact, I received an anony- 
mous complaint over the telephone at home one night that Mr. Carper 
was friendly with certain narcotics salesmen. 

Senator We.tKer. Which narcotics salesmen ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Roberts. 

Senator WeLker. When did that take place? 

Mr. Barretr. About a month and a half, I would say, offhand, 
before he was arrested. 

Senator Wetxer. That was after your retirement ? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir; no, sir. 

Senator We_ker. You mean? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir; he was in jail when I retired. 

Senator WeLker. Just a moment, please, Mr. Major. It was before 
Roberts was arrested ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Can you tell us when Roberts was arrested ? 

Mr. Barrett. I’d have to ask Mr. Bauman for that. 

Mr. Bauman. November 1, 1949. 

Mr. Barrerr. November 1, 1949. 

Senator Weiker. After receiving this telephone call what, if any- 
thing, did you do? 

Mr. Barretr. Brought Inspector Murray and Inspector Bryant up 
to my office, and 

Senator Weiker. What took place there? 

Mr. Barrerr. I assigned them to make an investigation of the 
complaint that I received. 

Senator Wetxer. Was an investigation made? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you inquire of the person talking to you 
over the telephone as to who it might be talking? 
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Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 
Senator WeLker. Did you get an answer? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Was it a man or a woman? 

Mr. Barrerr. Man. ; 
Senator Wertker. What was said in substance and effect as best 
as you can recall ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It was to the effect more or less Carper was favoring 
Jim Yellow and was locking everybody up but him. 

Senator Werker. That caused you a great deal of concern, did it 
not ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And then you called Bryant and Murray into 
your office ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is correct. 

Senator Wev-ker. And asked them to check upon Carper? 

Mr. Barrert. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. How long did they take to check up on Mr. 
Carper ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Several days. 

Senator WeLxker. Did they report back to you? 

Mr. Barrert. Yes, sir. > 

Senator WeLxer. What was reported back to you? 

Mr. Barrerr. That Carper at that time had a buy on him and had 
a buy on several others, and I watched it daily until the raid was 
made. The day the raid was made Roberts was not arrested, 

Senator Wetker. Then what did you do after that information 
came to you?’ 

Mr. Barrerr. Insisted that everybody turn out to bring Roberts in 
which was done. He was arrested a few days after. 

Senator WeLKer. Why did you not investigate Mr. Carper at that 
time and insist that he be brought forward at once without any further 
delay ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, it was assigned to two of the top men in the 
Police Department, and they were in direct 

Senator Wrtxer. The top man in the Police Department, Major 
Barrett, was Robert J. Barrett. I want to know why you did not do 
something at that time when this shocking information about Carper 
came to you and you had positive knowledge about failure to arrest 
Yellow Jim Roberts—why did you not, as executive officer, do some- 
thing? 

Mr. Barrett. I did. 

Senator WeLtxer. What did you do? 

Mr. Barrerr. I insisted that they not stop until he was brought in. 

Senator WeLKer. Who was brought in, Yellow Jim or Carper? 

Mr. Barretr. Jim Yellow. 

Senator Wevker. I want to know why you did not do something 
with respect to Carper ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, the men that made the investigation were in 
direct supervision of Carper, and my information now is that they 
believed Carper’s story and Carper, I mean, Roberts was arrested, 
his wife was arrested, several others were arrested, and later on in 
July there was another undercover man that we got in with a pair of 
parolees from Baltimore, a man and a wife, and that made a contact 
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even in an Army camp with Jim Yellow’s son and he was brought 
in. So personally 

Senator Wetxer. I understand that perfectly, Major Barrett, but 
I have asked you the question, after you received the telephonic infor- 
mation and after you yourself noticed that Roberts had not been ar- 
rested you remained mute and quiet and let Carper stay on as chief 
executive officer, did you not? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir, I had a conversation with Inspectors Murray 
and Bryant at that time, and it was either that time or shortly after- 
ward that I put — Statton in charge of the narcotics squad. 

Senator WeLker. Did you ever call Carper forward to ask him any 
questions yourself ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. He was brought to my office by Inspectors Murray 
and Bryant. 

Senator Werker. And you believed his story then, whatever he 
told you? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Because you did not ask for his arrest—you did 
not ask for his suspension or anything of that order, did you ? 

Mr. Barrerr. He had arrested them. 

Senator Weiker. He had arrested Yellow Jim—lI am talking about 
Carper. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Nobody arrested Carper? 

Mr. Barrer. That is correct. 

Senator Wetker. Until just a few weeks ago, as I understand it, 
under a grand jury indictment and warrant. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, Senator, the best I can explain that we believed 
Carper, and even the courts believed him, because Jim Yellow was 
tried, was sentenced, and there was nothing brought out at that time. 
The first ever brought out was over here about Carper which shocked 
me as bad as it—— 

Senator WeLker. Did you make any attempt to catch Carper like 
using an undercover attempt to catch a dope peddler ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I turned it over to Inspectors Murray and Bryant. 

Senator Wetker. [ am not caring about that. You are in charge of 
the whole thing, Major Barrett. 

Mr. Barrett. I did not. 

Senator We.xer. Let me ask you this, did you ever put an under- 
cover man on Carper’s activities or anybody else suspected of mal- 
enforcement of the law? 

Mr. Barrett. I did not on Carper; no, sir. 

Senator WELKER. W hy did you not? 

Mr. Barrerr. Because I believed his story the same as everybody 
else did after he made those arrests. 

Senator Wetker. You believed the story, notwithstanding the fact 
that somebody had taken the liberty of calling you and telling you of 
his corruption, and nothwithst: anding the fact that you yourse f knew 
that Yellow Jim had been escaping arrest. 

Mr. Barrett. If I could have had the name or could have got the 
man that gave me that information, all well and good. I was given the 
information. He hung up. And I couldn’t find out who it was, which 
you do on many, many occasions in the Police Department. 
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Senator Werker. I understand that, but when you have a man, 
whether it be a man who refuses to give his name or not, when he calls 
you and tells you that probably the highest type of corruption is tak- 
ing place in your office, in your official administrative set-up, you 
would do nothing about it? 

Mr. Barrertr. I did doit. I turned it over to his direct supervisors, 
Inspectors Murray and Bryant. 

Senator WeLker. But the fact remains that had it not been for this 
investigation 

Mr. Barrerr. It would have been brought out, because he was—— 

Senator Wetxer. And the grand jury, Mr. Carper would be acting 
right now today, is that not a fact? 

Mr. Barretr. Never been brought out. He was convicted, Yellow 
in court, and he was sentenced, and would never have been brought 
out, I agree with you. 

Senator WeLker. And it would be a very easy way in all of these 
bribings of police officers, wherever it might occur, in the District of 
Columbia or any place else, to cover up that trail then—the only act 
necessary would be to arrest the man who had been protected. 

Mr. Barrerr. That would be the proper thing to do, but we believed, 
and so did many, many others, the courts and everybody else, that 
Carper had.done a good job after he arrested the whole Yellow family. 

Senator WetxKer. Mr. Barrett, did you not ever look at the private 
activities of Mr. Carper with respect to the owning of a Cadillac 
automobile and membership in a country club and trips to Cali- 
fornia and heavy expenditures, that you or no one else in the Police 
Department could or should afford ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, there was something else, I don’t recall just 
what it was, possibly Inspector Murray was—there was something 
that we had Carper in at that time, and he took leave immediately 
afterward for 30 days. I never knew he went to California. 

Senator Wetxer. You mean—pardon the interruption. Major, 
but you mean there was something suspicious that caused you 

Mr. Barrerr. No; it was something happened—it was something 
that he gave out at the time he should not have given it out that hurt, 
and I think 

Senator WELKER. What did he give out, news? 

Mr. Barrett. Some news that hurt a case that we were concerned 
about. ‘That is the best of my recollection now. Inspector Murray 
knows, because he was concerned. And I think the wind-up was that 
Carper took 30 days’ leave, but I don’t recall what it was. It was 
something. F 

Senator Wetxer. Would you not be a little suspicious when the 
chief narcotic enforcement officer would leak any information, would 
you not be—is that not suspicious ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, the leaks—— 

Senator Wetxer. Well, now, will you answer my question? Ma- 
jor, were or were you not concerned when here your top man on nar- 
cotics had leaked some information that caused you sufficient concern 
that Mr. Carper went on a 30-day leave immediately thereafter, did 
he not? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, it wasn’t—it wasn’t that particularly. It 
wasn’t any—it was information that was given out that we had told 
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an, him to talk to us before an arrest was made, and the next thing I saw 
ls the arrest was a story in the new ee That is when I called In- 
uk- spector Murray, and that is what it w It was in regard—it was 
ou in regard to teen-agers, if I recall saat now, that we had some 
information that they were 
Ts, Senator WeLtKxer. Major, that leak certainly violated your concept 
. of good law enforcement, did it not ¢ 
his Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
Senator Wetkxrer. What did you do about it? 
—— Mr. Barrerr. I turned it over to Chief Murray, talked to him 
mg § about it,and Scott at that time. It was when Scott was put in charge. 
Senator Weriker. I want to know what was done to Carper as a 
low result of this so-called leak—he was given a 30-day leave ¢ 
ght Mr. Barrerr. No: he asked for the 30- day leave. 
Senator Weiker. He went on a trip to California? 
lese Mr. Barrerr. That is my understanding now. 
, of Senator Weiker. Well, you knew it at that time or shortly there- 
act after, did you not? 
Mr. Barrerr. Stories about it. 
ved, Senator WeLker. Did not that cause some suspicion to arise in 
hat your mind at that time? 
ily. Mr. Barretr. Not exactly with Carper; no, sir. 
vate Senator Wetker. Not exactly with Carper? 
llac Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

‘ali- Senator Weixer. Then when the telephone conversation came 
lice telling you he had been favoring one violator, didn’t that cumulate 
your suspicion and cause you to w wonder about Mr. Carper ? 

just Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

ing Senator We._ker. What did you do after that? 

tely Mr. Barrerr. I put Inspector Scott in charge of the narcotics 
squad. He was in direct supervision of the narcotics squad. 

jor, Senator WeLKer. Major Barrett, I am not impressed with this di- 

—- rect supervision business. I want to know why you yourself didn’t do 

hing something, suspending or causing an investigation right there. 

urt, §f Mr. Barrerr. There wasn't enough to suspend him on the informa- 


tion Thad. It was hearsay, and I didn’t have a complainant. 


Senator Weiker. It wasn’t hearsay about leaking this confidential 
red information. 


rray Mr. Barrerr. It wasa story in the newspapers. 
that Senator Wetxer. Wasn’t that a violation of fundamental police 
was practice ? 


Mr. Barrerr. It happens every day, Senator, and there is nothing 
| the you can do about it. 
ould Senator We.ker. Oh, yes; there is something you can do about that. 
You can fire him or suspend him immediately. 
Mr. Barrett. No, sir; you cannot. 


Ma- Senator WeLker. You cannot suspend a man? 

nar- Mr. Barrert. No, sir. 

\cern Senator WeL_ker. You cannot have him to a trial board for violating 
, did a confidence and releasing information that ruins the case? 


Mr. Barrerr. I never heard of a case like that in my years in the 
Beat police department. 
told Senator Weiker. Did you try to make one? 
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Mr. Barrerr. There never has been one made. 

Senator WeLker. Did you try to make one? 

Mr. Barrett. I tried many times to find out where sources of infor- 
mation would get into the newspaper that hurt us, sure. 

Senator WreLker. You mean to testify, Major Barrett, that in the 
police department that you headed when a high police official releases 
information that’ would ruin a case there is nothing you could do 
about it ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It didn’t ruin the case. 

Senator WeLker. It hurt your case; didn’t it? 

Mr. Barrerr. It should not have been given out. It was in regards 
to teen-age children and we wanted the school authorities to work 
with us. I had talked to the Commissioner about it and he had ex- 
pected me to come up and tell him when it was going to happen. Of 
course, it happened without me having that opportunity. 

Senator Weiker. Well, it was a violation of good police practice; 
wasn’t it? 

Mr. Barrer. Yes. 

Senator Wreiker. Why don’t we admit those matters and get down 
to cold facts. I cannot imagine Carper not being penalized for that. 
He violated an expressed order and he hurt a very material part of the 
investigation with regard to selling and peddling narcotics to youth 
in the District of Columbia; isn’t that a fact, Major Barrett? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreL_ker. You knew immediately thereafter that for some 
reason he was granted a 30-day Jeave to go to California. 

Mr. Barrerr. That happened between he and Inspector Murray. 

Senator We_ker. You knew about it. 

Mr. Barrerr. I knew about it. I knew he was on leave and he was 
on Inspector Murray’s nerves for that and—— 

Senator Wrikrer. Why was he on Inspector Murray’s nerves for 
that leak ? 

Mr. Barrerr. About the story. 

Senator Wetxer. About the story ? 

Mr. Barrerr. And possibly there had been another, maybe. I 
don’t recall. 

Senator Werxker. It was on Inspector Murray’s nerves and I think 
it Was on your nerves, yet nothing was done about it. 

Mr. Barrerr. I put Inspector Scott in charge of the narcotics 
squad, Senator. 

Senator Werker. But Lieutenant Carper kept right on with his 
business of enforcing his activities, didn’t he? 

Mr. Barrer. Yes, sir. 

Senator We-ker. If in truth and in fact an alliance existed between 
Mr. Roberts and Mr. Carper, nothing you did or anything anybody 
else did would interfere with that alliance? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t get that. 

Senator Wetxer. Nothing you or any other official did as a result 
of the information you had and the leak which you had interfered 
with any alliance Carper may have had with Roberts or any other 
peddler? 

Mr. Barrett. It irked me to the extent that I knew what was going 
on, what the informers were doing on this group of narcotics—nar- 
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cotic addicts they were working on at that time. I paid particular 
attention, and the night that the raids were made along with the 
Federal Bureau of Narcotics, Arena escaped them. I had him in the 
next morning. I had men do nothing else but get Roberts. That af- 
ternoon they found his car. The next day Roberts was brought in. 
Roberts was convicted. Carper came to tell my secretary after he 
was convicted in court that I had been after him so much about that, 
to tell my secretary to tell me that they had convicted him. He was 
back again the day he was sentenced to tell my secretary to leave word 
when I came in how much time he was given and the wife was con- 
victed and how much time she got. 

Senator WeiKker. That again caused you to become suspicious of 
Carper, such activity as that, his being overzealous to tell you he 
had arrested Roberts and he had been punished ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I didn’t because I believed Carper. 

Senator Werker. I know you believed Carper. 

Mr. Barrerr. The same as many others. 

Senator Werker. The fact remains, Major Barrett, that you know 
that Roberts should and could have been arrested month and months 
before he was arrested; isn’t that a fact / 

Mr. Barrerr. From what I have heard now, yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Now, as a matter of fact, Roberts never was ar- 
rested. He just came in and gave himself up. 

Mr. Barrerr. My understanding is that he was. It was 1 day 
before he was brought in. 

Senator Weixker. He came in voluntarily, didn’t he ? 

Mr. Barrert. I think so. But I had everybody in the department 
who knew him after him and I insisted on that arrest. 

Senator Wertker. Did you pay any attention to how Lieutenant 
Carper drove his Cadillac, belonged to the country club? 

Mr. Barrerr. Senator, I knew Carper when he was a patrol driver 
in No. 7 back in 1926. 

Senator Weiker. Major, I hate to interrupt, but will you answer 
my question? Did you pay any attention to how he could afford 
to buy a Cadillac and be a member of an exclusive e vuntry club? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was what I was trying to lead up to. 

Senator Weitker. I know. Did you pay attention to it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes. 

Senator WaLker. What did you do about that ? 

Mr. Barrerr. | didn’t do anything because I had information that 
he had income from one of the richest farms in Fairfax County. 

Senator Weiker. Did you make an investigation of this so-called 
rich farm ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No; I never made an investigation, but that was my 
information. 

Senator Weiker. You didn’t know where the farm was? 

Mr. Barretr. Never been on it, but from my information it a and 
is today. But I wanted to tell you that as far back as 1927 Carper 
had big automobiles, had Buick convertibles, and that he was patrol 
driver then in No. 7. His wife worked in the same building with 
us and that was my understanding. No children. 

Senator WELKER. You want us to believe, then, Major Barrett, be- 
cause of the fact that someone had told you he had a rich farm, that 
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was the reason why you didn’t investigate as to whether or not he 
had any income from 

Mr. Barrerr. Senator, I will tell you the truth. I would have 
trusted Carper to the end of the world. 

Senator Werker. Sir? 

Mr. Barrett. I would have trusted him to the end of the world. 
He was a driver at headquarters for many years when I was a detective 
sergeant, worked on many cases before he ever got on the narcotics 
squad when he was a private. Other officials put him on the narcotics 
squad. Inspector Bryant and Murray, the same as I, they would have 
trusted him to the end of the world. Iam more surprised about this 
than anybody else in Washington. 

Senator Weixer. Major Barrett, you have caused this committee 
a great deal of extra work and I might say embarrassment by your 
activities of the last few weeks when we were ready to end this hear- 
ing. A subpena was issued to you and was returned unserved. Do 
you care to tell or explain to this committee why that was necessary 
for a man who is on a pension, a retired police major of the District 
of Columbia Police Department ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Senator, I wasn’t under subpena. 

Senator Werker. No, of course, you are never under subpena unless 
they are served. I want to know: Do you care to explain to the com- 
mittee where you were ? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You do not want to answer that ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You knew you were wanted here, didn’t you? 

Mr. Barrett. Sir? 

Senator Wreiker. You knew you were wanted here ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I did not. 

Senator Wevker. You read nothing of it in the papers? 

Mr. Barrert. I was here in Washington on the morning of the 26th 
I was in Colonial Beach from May 1, and my wife was there May 7 
and got a call that her brother was in bad shape and she left and came 
home. At 11 a. m. on the 8th I received a call and I came to Wash- 
ington and I returned to Washington on May 26, Monday morning. 
Then on the night of May 301 found out that there was a subpena, that 
I was wanted here, and I called Mr. Ford and I told him that I was 
dropping what I was doing and come home immediately. 

Senator WeLker. Major, it is your testimony, then, that you had 
no inclination that you were desired here before this committee be- 
fore May 30, 1952? 

Mr. Barrett. I was here on May 26. 

Senator Wetker. Will you answer my question ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is right. 

Senator Wetker. You had no information ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is right. 

Senator Wetker. Notwithstanding the fact that your attorney has 
been in Washington all during that time and he has been your 
attorney for a long, long time, notwithstanding the fact that your 
wife, your daughter, and your friends on the Police Department and 
your many friends here in the District read daily you were wanted, 
and yet you were missing? You had no information until May 30! 

Mr. Barrett. I was here the morning of May 26. 
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Senator Werxer. Did you authorize your counsel to give the press 


releases he did about what you would do when you came before this 
committee ? 


Mr. Barrett. I decline to answer that. 

Senator We.ker. That is all. 

Mr. Forp. May I say something with reference to the press releases? 

Senator Weiker. Your client has refused to answer. I will leave 
it to the chairman whether to hear you. 

The Cuatrman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Forp. I would like to state this on my own behalf as an indi- 
vidual. 

I am fully responsible for the press releases. I did it thoughtfully 
and I think it contains true facts and statements—every single word 
in it. 

Senator Hunr. I would like to comment that it is attorneys like 
you who make the work of Senate committees very, very difficult. 
When the time ever comes when we cannot afford certain people the 
protection | they have from criminal attorneys, there will be a lot 
less crime in the United States. 

Mr. Forp. May I be permitted to answer that ? 

The CuarrMan. You may. 

Mr. Forp. I have read statements similar to that in papers by the 
American Bar Association. In the District of Columbia under the 
guidance of our Federal courts we have what is known as a grievance 
committee. It seems to me that if there are any facts which would 
justify a statement of that kind against men who fortunately or un- 
fortunately are representing those who unfortunately get into trouble, 
I think it is their duty and obligation under the law to go to that 
orievance committee, present the facts and that grievance committee 
to vigorously prosecute that attorney with whatever facts they have, so 
that he should be and will be disbarred according to the processes 
set up by the law. 

Senator Hunt. Are you aware of the fact that the District Bar 
Association appointed an attorney to cooperate with the Kefauver 
committee and within a week after that, that gentleman appointed 
appeared as an attorney for a witness before the Kefauver committee, 
a gentleman who is a brother-in-law of Jimmy Sullivan, sheriff of 
Miami? 

His attention was called to the fact that he was in a very unhappy 
position. He was appointed to cooperate with the Kefauver commit- 
tee. Here he appeared immediately before the Kefauver committee de- 
fending one of his clients before us. It was brought to his attention. 
His remark was, “Well, I have to make a livi ing.” 

He resigned the appointment as representing the bar association 
to cooperate with the Kefauver committee. 

Mr. Forp. Senator, with the great respect that I have for you, I 
made remarks in defense of myself, not against the case you cited. 
Any of those cases which you cite, I think, ‘should be handled by the 
law in the system set up by the law, so when I referred to that method 
I was speaking on my own behalf and not on behalf of any other 
lawyers. 

Senator Hunt. My remark was directed to the entire legal frater- 
nity, the way they operate. 

94273—52—pt. 2-33 
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The Cramman. Major, you became Superintendent of Police on 
the Ist day of July 1947? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

The CyHatmrman. How soon after that did you place Carper in 
charge of the narcotics squad? 

Mr. Barrerr. I believe it was the day of July 1, 1947. 

The Cuatmrman. The same day you became Superintendent? 

Mr. Barrerr. I believe Inspector Bryant was made Chief of De- 
tectives, and he automatically was the oldest man, and he got it. 

The Cuamman. You think you took that action the very day you 
became head of the Police Department ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. On recommendation from the Chief 
Detectives. 

The Cnarrmaan. Major, during the 10 years you were Assistant 
Chief of Detectives, Chief of Detectives, and Major and Superin 
tendent of the police force, did you make any effort to ascertain how 
seized narcotic drugs were dispos sed of in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. Barrerr. I did everything possible as far as I know. Of course, 
the longe rv I went the more I found out, and the more we did. There 
was brought out about juveniles using narcotics. I had an investi- 
gation made. I had a group of men selected who were working with 
the narcotics squad who went to every school in Washington, visited 
the principals, talked to them, asked them for advice, and so forth. 

The Cratrman. What investigation did you personally make to 
determine whether seized narcotics were disposed of in accordance 
with the law ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I never heard of that before until it was testified over 
here that narcotics were thrown down drains, and so forth. I did 
have one occasion—I do not know the date—it was shortly after they 
had seized the car with the marijuana, when I went to the Detective 
Bureau. It was a holiday. I was shown the marijuana that was 
seized. It was in a locker in the narcotics squad. I immediately 
ordered it out of that locker, put it in the vault we have on the fourth 
floor . 

The Cuarrman. When, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. It was on a holiday and it was during the Capital 
Transit strike last year. 

The CHatrMan. 1951? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. That was when it was seized. 

The Cuatmrman. Did you, at that time, make any investigation as 
to what Carper was doing with the drugs that he and other policemen 
were seizing in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir, I didn’t. He was under the direct supervision 
of the Chief of Detectives and Assistant Chief. 

The Cnarrman. Major, but you were responsible. 

Mr. Barrerr. I was responsible. 

The CuarrMan. Major, haven’t*you stated here under oath that 
you had direct supervision of the chief of the narcotics squad during 
the entire time you were Superintendent of Police? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; I was in charge of all, but there were others 
that had direct supervision of it. 

The Cuarmman. Major, did it ever occur to you that you had some 
personal duty to perform in the matter of ascertaining whether your 
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subordinates were peddling or disposing of the drugs they seized, in 
an unlawful manner? 

Mr. Barrett. I have never heard of anything like this in the past 
27 years I was a policeman. 

The Cuarrman. Major, you haven’t any doubt now, in the light 
. the disclosures that have been made before this committee, that 

Carper was not only utterly failing to enforce the narcotics law, 
but that he was actually helping the dope ] pede llers in the District 
to carry on their nefarious business, have you? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is what I have heard from here. I do not want 
to make that comment. He hasn’t been tried and I want to be fair. 
But I was the most disappointed person, more so than any other 
person in Washington when I heard it. 

The CrammaAn. And from about the Ist day of July, 1947, until 
you retired a few months ago, although you had complete supervision 
of those in charge of this matter, you never learned until this com- 
mittee brought it out that Carper was not only utterly failing to 
enforce the narcotics law but that he, according to his own sworn 
testimony, Was violating it by flushing seized narcotics down the drain 
instead of destroying them according to law ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Most surprised person in the world. 

The Cuatrman. Can you explain why you did not discharge your 
duty by discovering and ousting certain corrupt policemen whom 
you were required to supervise ? 

Mr. Barrett. I was under the obligation. It was my responsibil- 
ity. I did everything I possibly could to better the enforcement 
ot the narcotics laws in the District of Columbia, and I feel that in 
the last 2 years more were arrested than ever was known of before 
and that was what makes me feel the way I do. 

The CuHamMan. Major, are you familiar with the law regarding the 
disposition of narcotics seized in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How long have you known that law? 

Mr. Barretr. Since the law became in effect. 

The CHatrman. You have known it since the law was enacted? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Did you ever take any pains to have those under 

your supervision and particularly those in charge of the narcotics 
squad informed as to what that law provides? 

Mr. Barrerr. I have never had any idea about anything like that. 
My information is that if you seize narcotics or you get a buy, you 
put it in a container, you label it, you initial it, and you turn it over 
to the narcotic chemist, whether it is a buy or what it is. I have 
never heard of anything like holding them in headquarters. It has 
never been done. It is new to me, as it is to you people. 

The CuHarrman. Major, wasn’t the narcotics traffic of the District 
of Columbia an important matter about which the Police Depart- 
ment should have been concerned ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes. I would say that the narcotics squad and in- 
formation that has been brought out to the puble in the past 2 years 
has shown it, and I tried to do ever ything possible. I had the school. 
I allowed them to use any man. I Gcheve Carper the same as many 
others, and I feel worse than anybody in Washington does about 
what has happened. 
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The Cuarrman. Major, do you even now know what the law required 
the Police Department to do with narcotics seized in the District? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What does the law provide? 

Mr. Barrerr. You are to turn it in immediately and label it and 
turn it in to the Narcotics Bureau and it is a Federal offense not to 
do it. 

The CHarrMan. What was to be done after that? 

Mr. Barrerr. It was to be destroyed or taken care of by the court 
or the Narcotics Bureau. 

The Cuarmman. Let me read you section 33-417 of the code. The 
title is “Forfeiture by Unlawful Possession and Disposition of 
Report.” 

Except as in this section otherwise provided the court or magistrate having 
jurisdiction shall order such narcotic drugs forfeited and destroyed. A record 
of the place where such drugs were seized, of the kinds and quantities of drugs 
so destroyed, and of the time, place, and manner of destruction shall be kept, 
and a return under oath, reporting said destruction, shall be made to the court 
or magistrate and to the United States Commissioner of Narcotics, by the officer 
who destroys them. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

The Cuarmman. Did you ever inquire whether the head of your 
narcotics squad was obeying that law ? 

Mr. Barrert. I had every reason to believe that he was. 

The Cyairman. Can you assign one reason why you thought he 
was obeying it? 

Mr. Barrerr. The first I ever heard of any of that was right from 
this committee. 

The Cuarrman. Will you specify one reason why you believed that 
the law was being obeyed ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I took it for granted that his direct supervisors knew. 

The Cuamman. You just took it for granted that God was in His 
Heaven and that all was right with the world, particularly that part 
of it known as the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Barrerr. I wasn’t talking about God. I said the men who 
were in charge. 

The CuatrMan. Major, the fact is that you simply did nothing 
whatever about the scandalous narcotic situation in the District? 

Mr. Barrerr. I did everything I thought that was possible to enforce 
the narcotic laws in Washington and the records will show in the 
Police Department that there were more arrests made, more convic- 
tions in the past 2 years than ever known of. I had a narcotics school 
and did everything possible to— 

The CHAIRMAN. The records will also show that there were prob- 
ably more narcotics sold in the District of Columbia during the last 
2 or 3 years of your administration than were sold in any other city 
of similar population in the United States. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t believe that: 

The Cuarrman. You do not believe that ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 

The Cuatrman. Do you believe that there was any law violated 
while you were head of the Police Department here that you didn’t 
ferret out and have punished ¢ 

Mr. Barretr. I didn’t get that. 
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The CuatrmMan. Do you think that any law was ever violated in 
the District of Columbia during your administration without the 
violaters being brought to justice? 

Mr. Barrert, Many laws were violated in the District. 

I think records will show and bear it out and I hope the present 
an pe ys comes up to the records that were made in the past 4 

‘ars on not only gambling and narcotics but everything. 

The CHairmMaNn. The fact remains that you never even asked Carper 
whether he was enforcing the law regarding the disposal of narcotics 
drugs; is that true? 

Mr. Barrerr. I was after Carper every time I saw him about 
narcotics. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever ask Carper the direct question, “How 
are you disposing of the narcotics drugs that are being seized in the 
District”? 

Mr. Barrerr. I did not. I left it up to his direct supervisors. I 
wasn’t even on that floor. 

The Cuairman. You never. inquired whether Carper had made a 
report concerning the destruction of drugs as required by law? 

Mr. Barrerr. There are orders that require his supervisors to make 
checks. 

The Cuarrman. Major, please do not evade the question. 

Mr. Barrerr. I am not evading the question. I am telling you I 
didn’t. 

The Cuarrman. You never did? 

Mr. Barrerr. I never; no. 1 left it up to his supervisors. 

The Cuamman. You did nothing whatever about it ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. That is all. 

Senator Weiker. Major, during the transit strike you have testi+ 
fied about you found some marijuana in a locker. Where was that 
locker located ? 

Mr. Barrerr. In the narcotics squad. 

Senator Weixer. And what kind of a locker was it? 

Mr. Barrerr. It is a metal cabinet; stationery cabinet. 

Senator WeLker. Just tin or steel locker? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Any locks on it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. Who carried the keys on that? 

Mr. Barrerr. Carper. 

Senator WreLker. How did you happen to be informed about the 
marijuana being deposited there? 

Mr. Barrett. I read an article in the paper about the arrest and 
after that, that afternoon I went down and met Inspector Murray and 
talked to him about it. He took me around to the narcotics squad and 
I talked to Carper and Carper showed me the marijuana in this par- 
ticular locker. I had it moved up to the vault on the fourth floor. 

Senator WELKER. Was a sizable amount of marijuana there? 

Mr. Barretr. Yes. The locker was full with little bags. 

Senator We._krer. About how many pounds, do you know? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Senator Weixer. That was during the transit strike? When? 
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Mr. Barrett. Sir? 
Senator Wetxer. When was the transit strike here? 

Mr. Barrerr. I am pretty sure it was a transit strike or it was a 
holiday, but I was working. It was a holiday or the transit strike, 
but it was immediately after the arrest. Do you have that, Mr. Bau- 
man, the arrest of the man with the marijuana? 

Mr. Bauman. It was July of last year. 

Mr. Barrett. I think it was. It was hot weather. 

Senator Wetker. Didn’t that cause you to be very suspicious of Mr. 
Carper that he would leave this very material evidence in a place such 
as that and in a place certainly contrary to where you or any good 
officer would leave physical evidence such as that ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It was moved, Mr. Senator, immediately when I saw 
it. I personally was surprised to see it there. 

Senator WeLker. You were surprised to see it there ? 

Mr. Barretr. That is right. I could have taken a screw driver and 
opened the locker. 

Senator Weiker. Sure you could. Anybody else could have take 
a screw driver or a can opener. 

Mr. Barrerr. It had a door. 

Senator Wreiker. The man who had the key didn’t have to have a 
screw driver. 

Mr. Barrett. That is correct. 

Senator We.xer. Did that cause you to be suspicious of Carper at 
that time? 

Mr. Barrett. No. I wasn’t suspicious at that time, but, as I said, 
shortly afterward there were some changes made and Inspector Scott 
was put in charge of the narcotics squad. I told you I believed Carper. 

Senator WeLker. You believed Carper? You believed it to the very 
end? 

Mr. Barrett. I did then. 

Senator Wetxer. I want to say this with respect to the comment 
made against attorneys generally. I want to say for the record that 
I have been practicing law for 22 years. I do not want to be a part 
of a blanket accusation going out of this committee or any other com- 
mittee that I serve on which blanketly accuses members of the legal 
profession. As far as I am personally concerned any man who is an 
honorable attorney licensed to practice law may come before this 
committee or any committee that I sit on and protect the interests 
of his clients. 

Senator Hunt. I would like to say that the Senator from Wyoming 
will make any statement he wishes to make at any time before any com- 
mittee he is a member of. 

Senator Burter. Major, may I ask you a question? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, Senator. 

Senator Burter. What was the size of the locker you referred to 
with the narcotics ? 

Mr. Barrett. It was a large double locker. 

Senatr Burier. You said there was a quantity of narcotics in there. 

Mr. Barrerr. Piled from the top to the bottom. 

Senator Burter. Piled from the top to the bottom ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; little bags. 

Senator Butter. That would be the results of many raids, would 
it not ? 
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Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. That was a seizure that Carper and other 
members had made from an automobile that came into Washington 
that had a trap. All the doors were made into a trap and that was 
about the largest seizure of marijuana that ever arrived here. 

Senator Burier. That was the result of one raid? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Burier. Did you ask Carper how long it had been there? 

Mr. Barrerr. It had been there only since the night before. I knew 
that. The article was in the paper and I went down with the intention 
of trying to see it. 

Mr. Bauman. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Coming back to this arrest and conviction of Jim 
Yellow, you were very interested in that case from the beginning; isn’t 
that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. From the time I got the telephone call. 

Mr. Bauman. You said that telephone call came to you at home; 
is that right ! 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. During this period you had an unlisted wire at home; 
is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You had no number listed in the Washington phone 
book under your name? 

Mr. Barrerr. For a while I did. 

Mr. Bauman. During this period you had an unlisted number, you 
just test ified, 

Mr. Barrerr. I had two. My daughter had one. 

Mr. Bauman. This call was made on your daughter’s wire? 

Mr. Barrerr. I donot remember. Ido not know. I donot remem- 
ber which phone I answered, but I did receive the call. 

Mr. Bauman. You were interested in the trial of the Yellow case, 
were you not ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And that case was tried in the first 5 months of 1950; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I think it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember a Federal agent by the name of 
Howard Chappel testifying at that trial ? ; 

Mr. Barrett. I do not remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Howard Chappel was the Federal undercover man 
who made the ease on Jim Yellow; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. With the others; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. He was the undercover man who actually worked 
with Jim Yellow and set up the case that sent Jim Yellow to jail; is 
that right, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is the information that I have heard since. But 
the way they worked together, it didn’t make any difference whether 
it was a Federal or whether it was our man. 

Mr. Bauman. That case—I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Barrerr. They worked together. We kept the prisoners. They 
have no lock-up. It is hard to tell which one made the case. If they 
are booked at one of our precincts, they have to be charged to one of 
our men, and it was. A 
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Mr. Bauman. Howard Chappel testified at the trial of Jim Yellow 
that during the course of this investigation Jim Yellow told him 
that he had strong connections in the police department. Do you 
remember Chappel testifying on that at Jim Yellow’s trial? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you follow the trial at all from day to day? 

Mr. Forp. When he answers, may he finish his answer? 

Mr. Bauman. Sure. 

Mr. Barretr. Nothing was related to me from the district attorney 
who prosecuted it. 

Mr. Bauman. Didn’t you read the papers from day to day? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t go by the papers. I don’t recall if I did or not. 

Mr. Bauman. If the newspapers said that a Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics man had testified that the biggest drug seller in Washington 
at that time had told him that he had police connections, wouldn't 
you have felt called upon to make some investigation of that? 

Mr. Barrerr. If I had heard that or read it, I would have taken 
action. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it your position, then, that this statement which 
was widely reported in the public press at that time never came to 
your attention ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And that Lieutenant Carper continued for over a 
year after that until your retirement as Superintendent ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Lieutenant Carper testified in the case. Taylor testi- 
fied in the case. I think all the narcotic men. There wasn’t only 
Yellow. There were a number of others that were arrested. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you leave it, Major, that you never heard at 
that time that Chappel, of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, had testi- 
fied that Jim Yellow told him that he, Jim Yellow, had strong con- 
nections in the narcotics squad of the police department ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; I never heard of that. 

Mr. Bauman. It was reported in just about every paper in Wasli- 
ington at that time; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Barrett. I do not know. I could have been somewhere else. 
I do not know. I knew Yellow was arrested. I know Yellow, his 
wife, was convicted. Shortly after that we got a new policeman, 
made a connection with a pair of people who were paroled in Balti- 
more, let him go over there and live with them 6 months, and I think 
you have an affidavit from Commissioner Young about that police- 
man who lived with those people for 6 months and never heard one 
word said about a policeman doing the wrong thing. Now I am 
testifying to information received. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, you are a personal friend of In- 
spector Albert I. Bullock; is that correct? 

Mr. Barretr. I do not believe I have ever been to his house. He 
isa policeman. I know him very well. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known him very well? 

Mr. Barrett. Since I have been a policeman. 

Mr. Bauman. How long is that? 

Mr. Barrett. Twenty-seven years. 

Mr. Bauman. While you were Chief of Detectives, didn’t Maj. 
Harvey G. Callahan transfer Inspector Bullock from No. 11 to No. 
8 because of his unsavory connections? 
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Mr. Barrerr. That was a newspaper article. 

Mr. Bauman. In the Washington Star? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. That article came to your attention at*that time? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was a newspaper article, and my understand- 
ing is—and this was hearsay, too—that there is no record of that 
in the Police Department files, and my understanding is that later 
Inspector Callahan sent for him to come to his house and apologized 
to him for it. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time, however, that he was transferred it 
was reported in the public press that he was transferred for his un- 
savory connections, and those unsavory connections were supposed to 
have been with certain gamblers in No. 11. 

Mr. Barretr. That is what was in the newspapers. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Callahan transferred Captain Bullock from 
the precinct in which there was, according to the Police Department, 
a great deal more gambling than the precinct to which he was 
transferred. 

Mr. Barrerr. Practically a little bit of everything in No. 8. 

Mr. Bauman. But not nearly as much gambling as in No. 11, and 
that was why Major Callahan transferred him. He did the equivalent 
of sending him to Staten Island. 

Mr. Barretr. My understanding was that that was in the news- 
papers, that Inspector Callahan sent for him, apologized to him, 
made no official record of that. There was nothing in the files about 
it, nothing. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact, Major, that missing from 
Inspector Bullock’s files are all the personnel papers included in 
this period in which Inspector Bullock was transferred ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. All the papers dated from February 10, 1947, to 
March 3, 1948, are missing from Inspector Bullock’s file. 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you shed any light on that? 

Mr. Barrerr. I have never seen his file. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know anybody who has taken those records 
from the file ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When, for the first time, were you made aware of 
the fact that those records were missing from Inspector Bullock’s 
file ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Right now. 

Mr. Bauman. Never heard about it before? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Never at any time during your tenure as Major and 
Superintendent; is that right? 

Mr. Barrett. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. You became Major and Superintendent 5 months 
after Captain Bullock was transferred for his alleged connections with 
certain gamblers; is that right? 

Mr. Barrett. As I testified, it was an article in the Star, and there 
was quite a bit to do with different citizens’ associations for Inspector 
Bullock and against him, and my understanding is that Inspector 
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Callahan had him out to his house and told him, “Al, I am sorry,” and 
so forth. There was never any record. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Bullock has testified before this committee 
and he never stated that Major Callahan said, “Al, I am sorry.’ 

Mr. Barrerr. I cannot help what Inspector Bullock testified to. I 
am telling you what I heard. 

Mr. Bauman. On the very day you became Major and Superin- 
tendent you transferred Captain Bullock from No. 8 to No. 13; is 
that right? 

Mr. Barrer. If the report shows it. 

Mr. Bauman. That is what the record shows, that on the very day 
you became major you put him in charge of No. 13. Is that your 
recollection, sir? 

Mr. Barrett. If the records show it. 

Mr. Bauman. The records do show it. 

Mr. Barrerr. There was an Acting Superintendent for several 
weeks or several months before that and it was my agreement and 
possibly his recommendation and others that that be done. If you 
say July 1, 1947, that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. No. 13 was a precinct which, accor pangs police infor- 
mation, had an awful lot more gambling than No. § 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 13 takes a very level-headed eal to run it. 

Mr. Bauman. I didn’t particularly ask about the mental qualifi- 
cations. 

Mr. Barrett. There is a lot of gambling, a lot of everything, a lot 
of crime. More crime in No. 13 than any precinct of the city. 

Mr. Bauman. There is a lot mor e gambling in No, 13 than in No. 8? 

Mr. Barrett. I would say “Yes.’ 

Mr. Bauman. Was it your feeling that Captain Bullock’s unsavory 
connections better equipped him to deal with this gambling problem 
in No. 13? 

Mr. Barrett. I talked to Inspector Bullock at that time shortly 
after he was transferred there. I picked good officials for him and 
he did a good job in No. 13. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you feel that a man over whom this cloud hung 
about the unsavory connections should be transferred from a precinct 
in which there was little gambling activity to one in which there was 
great gambling activity? 

Mr. Barrerr. If he wasn’t charged and convicted of anything, what 
can you do? You have 13 captains and_you have to pick a captain 
fora precinct. Idonotmakecaptains. The civil service makes them. 

Mr. Bauman. But you recommend them or did while you were 
major. 

Mr. Barretr. Do what ? 

Mr. Bauman. You had a certain percentage, a certain number of 
percentage points which was the difference in most cases between a 
man making captain and a man not making captain. 

Mr. Barrett. I didn’t at that time, not before I was made chief. 

Mr. Bauman. In any event, you recommended the promotion of 
Captain Bullock to inspector on January 1, 1950. 

Mr. Barrerr. I wouldn’t know whether I approved it. Tam respon- 
sible for it. I took over July 1 and there had been an Acting Superin- 
tendent for several weeks or months before. 
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Mr. Bauman. Who makes the recommendation for promotion to the 
rank of inspector if not yourself ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Generally several. Inspector of districts recommends 
certain ones. The executive officer there. You try to pick the best 
man for the best place. 

Mr. Bauman. Who recommended Captain Bullock for promotion 
to the rank of inspector ? 

Mr. Barretr. I wasn’t Superintendent at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1950? 

Mr. Barrerr. I recommended him. 

Mr. Bauman. I am saying that Inspector Bullock was promoted on 
January 1, 1950. And you had then been major for 21% years. 

Mr. Barrerr. For inspector 4 d 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. You recommended him for inspector / 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you at that time a aware of his acquaintance 

. + e 
with Charles E. Nelson ‘ 

Mr. Bar meTr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you at that time aware of this cloud which hung 
over him in Major Callahan’s mind, at least, relating to his unsavory 
connections ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I had never heard any conversation from Major Cal- 
lahan and I had had many, many conversations with him until the 
time of his death. He never discussed with me one word about In- 
spector Bullock. He always favored him and liked him. 

Mr. Bauman. As we pointed out to you in January, Major, Inspec- 
tor Bullock’s predecessor in No, 13. Captain Truscott, in 1 year had 
a record of 130 felonies and 132 misdemeanor gambling arrests as con- 
trasted with Bullock’s record of 125 felonies and 123 misdemeanors 
for 214 years in gambling. Was that vigorous enforcement of the 

gambling laws in his precinct that impelled you to promote him to 
inspector : 

Mr. Barrerr. The answer to that was that in 1948, which takes up 
the best part of it, there was a special grand jury to investigate gam- 
bling that devoted much of their time to No. 13, and No. 13 was prac- 
tically closed down. 

Mr. Bauman. When for the first time did you hear that Inspector 
and Mrs. Bullock for a period of 30 months had de ‘posited a total of 
$15,000 in cash into their bank accounts, excluding their pay checks? 

Mr. Barrerr. Since it was brought out here. 

Mr. Bauman. In the January hearings you testified to your sources 
of information, you testified that it is necessary on occasion to know 
gamblers because they are fine sources of information. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Didn’t you, through the many sources of informa- 
tion at your disposal, ever hear that Inspector Bullock was in a position 
to make large deposits of cash into his bank? 

Mr. Barrerr. Never heard of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you ever heard any information which might 
possibly have led you to make an investigation of Inspector Bullock’s 
financial affairs? 
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Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You recommended Inspector Beach, Beverly Beach, 
for promotion to that rank on or about August 15, 1951; is that 
right ¢ 

‘Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. After he had had a conversation with 
Commissioner Young. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make the recommendation or did Commis- 
sioner Young make the recommendation ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I made the recommendation after he had a conversa- 
tion with him. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it the import of that remark that Commissioner 
Young asked you to make that recommendation ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. Beach asked me to allow him to go up and 
have a conversation with Commissioner Young, and he did. After that 
I had a conversation with Commissioner Young and I recommended 
Beach. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Commissioner Young tell you or ask you to 
recommend Beach for promotion to the 1 ‘ank of inspector ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. ‘ 

Mr. Bauman. So that the recommendation for promotion to that 

rank was made on your own; is that right, sir¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time you made this recommendation, were you 
aware of the fact that in a 44-month period there were only thre 
arrests of gambling in his precinct, a period of almost 4 years? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. That was called to your attention by the Davis 
committee; is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. It dates back 4 years. A very few number 
of arrests in No. 7 precinct. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach received a certain amount of criti- 
cism at the hands of the Davis committee for his failure to have a 
more impressive record in gambling cases. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Eight months after the Davis committee terminated, 
in January 1951, you recommended his promotion to the rank of 
inspector; is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Having in mind the concern of the House committee 
with regard to Inspector Beach’s gambling record; is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. And knowing No. 7 precinct like I do; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach has testified that he made a large 
number of cash loans running from $1,000 to $9,000. Some of these 
loans were made to members of the Metropolitan Police Department. 

When did you for the first time hear that Inspector Beach was 
lending thousands of dollars in cash to various members of the Police 
De :partment and others at interest ? 

Mr. Barrett. Never heard of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Never heard of it at all? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Doesn’t it strike you, Major, that there was an awful 
lot going on among your top officials at headquarters of which you 
never heard ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 
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Mr. Bauman. Isn’t it the fact, Major, that Beach had that repu- 
tation, and to this day has that reputation, in the department of 
lending substantial sums of money to members of the department who 
need it? 

Mr. Barrett. I wouldn’t hear. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Beach has testified that he purchased liq- 
uor and other things at wholesale and resold them at wholesale to 
his friends. Have you ever heard of that? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware that that is a fairly common practice ? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now you appointed Lt. Jacob Wolf head of the auto 
squad, didn’t you ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir 

Mr. Bauman. We will come back to that. The chairman wants to 
interrogate you. 

(There was diseussion off the record.) 

The Carman. In January, Major, you testified before this com- 
mittee that sometime between October or November 1947 and Febru- 

ary 1948 you obtained $2,500 in cash from your mother, who at that 
time lived at 813 Sixth Street NE., in what is known as the ninth 
precinct. Do you recall that testimony, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. I decline to answer based upon my constitutional 

rights in being a witness against myself. 

The Crramman. The Chair reminds you that you testified about 
this and said that you obtained $2,500 from your mother at the time 
indieated, and that she had that sum of money in a bag in an unlocked 
dresser drawer in an unlocked house. 

Do you think it would incriminate you to state whether you recall 
that you testified to that effect ? 

Mr. Barretr. I decline to answer upon my constitutional rights. 
[am not going to make a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. A part of the record of your previous examination 
is as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. Where did your mother live at the time she gave you this 
money-— 


ineaning this $2,500. 


Mr. BArkeETT. 813 Sixth NE. 

The CHAIRMAN, How much in cash did she give you? 

Mr. Barrer. It was around $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. Your mother lived there at that time by herself? 
Mr. BARRETT. No, sir; with one of my sisters— 


And so on. 


The CHAIRMAN. Major, you have long held a responsible place as a police 
officer in the District of Columbia and have had much experience, and are a 
man of thorough understanding of the ordinary ways of doing business. As an 
officer of the law, did you believe that it was advisable for your mother or any 
other woman to keep as much as $2,500 in cash lying around the house? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

The CHATRMAN. Habitually? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

The CHARMAN. You think that is a safe thing to do in Washington? 

Mr. BARRETT. Yes, sir; always has been around our house. 
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The CuarrmMan. Major, the record shows that in the year in which 
you obtained this $2,500—from the 1st day of July 1947, to the 30th 
day of June 1948—the robberies in the city of Washington were 1,551 
and that the burglaries in Washington during that year were 4,179. 
Furthermore, there were 2,302 cases of grand larceny in the city, while 
in precinct No. 9, in which your mother lived at that time, when you 
say she was keeping $2,500 in a bag in an unlocked drawer in an 
unlocked house with your approval, there were 159 cases of house- 
breaking, 6 murders, and 49 robberies. 

Would you care to tell the committee, in view of that record, 
whether you still think it was prudent for you to fail to admonish 
your mother against having $2,500 in cash lying around in her un- 
locked house in a canvas bag? 

Mr. Barrerr. I decline to answer, based on my constitutional 
rights. Iam not going to make a witness against myself. 

Mr. Forp. May I at this time advise the committee that I have in 
my hand, and am willing to submit to the Senators, an official state- 
ment from the Internal Revenue dated May 26, 1952, that his entire 
tax returns are now under investigation by the Bureau, coupled up 
with the press releases, at least the st: itements in the press which 
contain, since he last testified, that all of his matters would be turned 
over to the United States attorney for the District of Columbia for 
his consideration toward prosecution. 

If any of the Senators are interested, I would be glad to show you 
this official letter showing that as of that date, from that date until 
now, they are so doing. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no comment to make. 

Senator WeLker. Do I understand you, Mr. Witness and Counsel, 
that as of this time you will, under your objection heretofore made, 
refuse to answer any questions with respect to your finances, bank 
account, your income, or anything bearing upon your finances, your 
income, or otherwise ¢ 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Senator WetKer. And any questions we might propound to you at 
this time or in the future will be refused by you upon those grounds / 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand the nature of the ground, Mr. Ford, 
to be that the witness declines to answer on the grounds that he is 
availing himself of his privilege against self-incrimination ¢ 

Mr. Forp. No, sir. Self-incrimination does not appear in the 
amendment. It is a misuse of words. 

The amendment states that no one can be a witness against himself. 
That is the grounds he stands on. I find no justification for the use 
of the word “self-incrimination” in the Constitution of these United 
States. 

Mr. Bauman. And I take it, Mr. Ford, as I believe Senator Welker 
has asked you, that the witness will decline to answer any and all 
——_ of a financial nature throughout any part of the period from 
1945 through 1951; is that correct ? 

Mr. Forp. That is correct, sir; and I again make the tender if you 
care to see this letter. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, in that event, I see no point to con 
tinuing with an investigation or an attempt to question this witness 
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which will be nothing but fruitless. I think it would be a waste of 
the committee’s time. 

In my personal judgment, I feel the witness owes the people of 
Washington a better explanation than this, but I accordingly ree- 
ommend to the chairman and to the committee at this time that 
the examination proceed no further, in the light of the witness’ 
declination to answer about his financial affairs. 

I might say we have already made our record on the financial 
situation. We are prepared to go further with it, but I see no point 
in continumg in the hight of the witness’ declination to answer. 

The CuamnMan. Major Barrett’s emphatic refusal to answer ques- 
tions renders his further examination impossible. ‘Therefore, the 
committee adjourns. 

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, may I have the privilege at my expense 
of having a copy furnished me by the official reporter of this hearing? 

Mr. Bauman. I see no objection. 

Senator WeLker. 1 want something in the record here at the 
close. 

As a member of this committee, I want to publicly thank Com- 
mittee Counsel Arnold Bauman and his entire staff for a job very 
well done. 

I was one who had to be convinced. 

I thought months and months ago that it had reached the high 
water mark of a most wonderful examination and investigation. 
They have gone far beyond my fondest expectations, and the tribute 
I pay to that staff is equally paid to the chairman of this committee, 
who has worked with me and has been courteous to me and has had 
a hard job and has done it very, very well indeed. 

The Cuairman. The Chair wholeheartedly joins in Senator Welk- 
er’s expression of appreciation of Mr. Arnold Bauman and his staff 
and adds that, in his opinion, Mr. Bauman, as an investigator, has 
no superior and few, if any, peers. 

If any congressional committee has ever had a more competent, 
industrious, faithful, and useful staff than that over which Mr. 
Bauman has presided, that fact has entirely escaped the notice of 
the Chair. The names of the members of the staff are as follows: 
Harold W. Solomon, associate counsel; Rufus G. King, Jr., assistant 
counsel; Chester R. Cavaliere, chief accountants; Jerome J. Steiker, 
Giles Dawson, James C. Smith, accountants; Murray B. York, Frank 
QO. Mosher, Raymond A. Taggart, Charles D. Barry, and Mandeville 
C. Frost, investigators; Mrs. Joyce W. Mack, administrative assist- 
ant; Miss Margaret t J. Robey, Miss Freda Lustick, Miss Nancy L. 
O’Rourke, Miss Eleanor Haight, stenographers; Mrs. Luella M. 
Stanton, receptionist ; and Kimball A. Wallis, file clerk. 

The Chair improves this opportunity to express his unlimited grati- 
tude to the subcommittee members, Senators Hunt, Pastore, Welker, 
and Butler, as well as to Mr. Bauman and his staff, for the priceless 
service they have rendered the full committee, the Senate, and the 
District of Columbia in prosecuting the crime investigation which has 
at last been completed. 

To the newspapers, broadcasting and television stations of Wash- 
ington, which have immeasurably contributed to any success that the 
subcommittee has achieved, the Chair’s gratitude greatly exceeds his 
power of expression. 





918 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman and Senator Welker, I am very deeply 
gratified by the remarks of both of you that you have been kind 
enough to make. 

It is a source of enormous satisfaction to me, and I know it will 
be to the members of the subcommittee staff, to hear what two of the 
members of the committee for whom they have worked think of their 
efforts. 

I am at a loss to express adequately my own deepest appreciation. 

I want to take this opportunity of saying that no committee 
counsel is one bit better than his staff or the committee with which he 
works. 

I want to express my deep thanks to the members of the subcom- 
mittee staff who have worked so hard and so long in order to make 
this investigation a success. Whatever success the investigation may 
have had is due much more to their efforts than to mine. 

I should like the record particularly to show my own debt to Harold 
Solomon, associate counsel of this committee, who has worked bril- 
liantly, long, and hard. His contribution is beyond my powers to 
describe. 

I should also like to record my deep appreciation to Chester R. 
Cavaliere, chief accountant of this committee, whose fine efforts are 
reflected in everything this committee has done. 

I am deeply grateful to the committee and feel privileged to have 
been able to work for it. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned. ) 


Xx 








